


V 


File No.2i>/4 /ii(\0-* \.tVnt 




TOP 


«MF^) 


firtw «?7T^a 

TRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

(*J*To 3f^o 3ft o 3f?fWT*T) 

(N. G. O. SECTION) 


wiw # * •*»*- -• 

Flit No. - - - ■•' — — 




Orn : (pprr W STTWror # 3W?) 
Subject t Please Turn Over) 




f*m : 

SUBJECT ! 


|s|£TAri C 

fU£G)£Jh> -b^A TY£MAKc€- 


'STf'jf : 

Connected Files i 




v/«l- 1+. vvn 



errer^ fa^wt ’if 

f**l W^TT % r==ITJ frj^T^T ’if 

fw 7R Vrs^TI *T fa'HT’T |3TT 

B/F Date 

For Serial No. 

Disposal Serial No. 



f£<*PTV 

Remarks 







Ministry of External Affairs 
NGO Section 


rr> 


Reference observations by JS(EA) and JS(CNV). 


2. The subject matter is handled by EA Division. In the past, 

JS(CNV) did reply on two/ three occasions, including on a writ petition 
in Delhi High Court. NGO Section is only a repository of Territorial 
Divisions' files. Therefore, any decision on the matter needs to be taken 
by the Territorial Division. 
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(Legal and Treaties Division) 
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Placed below is the Writ Petition (No. 42 of 2014) filed by Dr. Suresh Padhye 
before the High Court of Judicature at Bombay, Nagpur Branch praying for 
constitution of a new commission to enquire into the death of Netaji Subhash 
Chandra Bose and some other related relief. 


2. Besides the Ministry, Principle Secretary of the Government India, Ministry of 
Home Affairs, Research and Analysis Wing are also made respondents in this case. 

3. CNV Division may kindly see the copy of the petition and take necessary 
action to defend the Ministry in the above case. 


(Sudheer. K.J.) 
Legal Officer (Gr-II) 
13.08.2014 
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' Whar Justice Mukherjee told was of national importance. 

It can't be considered mere privatelchat. I don't think what l did was urn-ilm al," In 
said, 

" A person of .Justice Mukherjee's stature could not. gather the courage to go 
public about something as important as this. People have the light to knowthe 
truth about Netaji," he added.' 

Ghosh interviewed many people associated with Bose as well as Gumnami Baba 
and claimed the leader entered UP via Nepal in the guise ofasadhu and started 
staving in Ram Bhavun, Faizabad, from 1983. 

Also interviewed was handwriting expert and former additional director of the 
National Institute of Criminology and Forensic Science, Dr B. Lai, who said the 
writings of the sadhu and Netaji " matched perfectly". Accoiding to the monk’s 
personal doctors R. K. Misra and P. Bandopadbyay - who were also interviewed 
for the film - about 40 of his trunks contained documents on India's freedom 
struggle and photographs of Bose's family members, which could be in possession 
of no one else apart from Netaji. 

For more new s from India Today, follow us on Twitter @indiatoday and on Facebook at 
facebook.com/lndiaToday 

For news and videos in Hindi, go to AajTak.in. HiJriiBftFr jiratf jTrTpr.ja err 31K 7 
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AKSHAYA M. SUDAME 


Advocate 


Shiv Shanta Apartment, 
2nd Lane, Behind Hitvada Press, 


Dhantoli, Nagpur-12 
Ph. No. : 2442165 (Off.) 
Mob. No. 9860410817 


To 


Of' 


1. Union of India, 

Through Principal Secretary, 
South Bock Central Secretariat, 
Raisina Hills, New Delhi-110001. 


\. 


2. Ministry of External Affairs, 

Central Secretariat Raisina Hills, 

New Delhi - 110001. 

3. Ministry of Home Affairs, 

North Block Central Secretariat, 

Raisina Hills, New Delhi-110001. 

4. Research and Analysis Wing, 

Through its Secretary, Head 
Quarters, New Delhi. 

This is to inform you that Shri Dr. Suresh Saradchandra Padhye filed 
Public Interest Litigation bearing No. 42/2014 against all respondents 
before High Court, Nagpur. 

That, Hon'ble High Court issued notice on 02/07/2014 directed 
petitioner to serve by R.P.A.D. Petitioner in Compliace of Order, is 
sending notice by R.P.A.D. 



Yours faithfully 


( Akshaya M. Sudame, Adv.) 


lo) 



0207204pil42.14.odt 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY : 

NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR. 

fcS) 

Public interest Litigation No,42 of 2014. 

(Dr. Suresh Padhve v Union of India, thr Principal Secretary. South Block 

Central Secretariat. Raisina Hills. New Delhi & others) 



Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Court's or Judges Order. 

Coram. appearances, Court's Orders 

or directions and Registrar's orders. 

- - 

Shri K.H. Deshpande, Sr. / AdvoCatC>holding for 
Shri A.M. Sudame, Advocate for the petitioner. 




Coram : B.R. Gavai 

S.B. Shiikre^J. 

Dated : 02 nd July. 2014. 

Heard. 

f) tissue notice to the respondents, returnable on 30-07-2014. 
In addition to regular mode of service, the petitioner to 
serve all the respondents by Registered Post Acknowledgment 
Due. 

Shri S.K. Mishra, the learned A.S.G.I., waives notice for 
respondent No.l. 


JUDGE 


JUDGE 


Deshmukh 
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NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR 
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PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION No. . 
PETITIONER : Dr. Suresh Padhye 

VERSUS 


/2014 
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Union of India & 4 Ors. 
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Akshaya M. Sudame 
Advocate 

Counsel for Petitioner 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY 


NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR 

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION No. /2014 

PETITIONER : Dr. Suresh Padhye 

VERSUS 

RESPONDENT : Union of India & 4 Ors. 

SYNdPSIS 


Date 

Particulars 

18/08/45 

Allegedly Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose died in a 

plane crash. 

05/04/56 

Accordingly the Government of India appointed 

a three member Inquiry Committee vide its 

Notification No. F-30{26)FEA/55 dated 

05/04/1956 with Shah Nawaz Khan, 

Parliament Secretary to the Ministry for 

Transport and Railway as its Chairman 


The Committee after considering the documents 

I 

placed before it and after examining the 
• 

witnesses produced before it came to the 

j l 

conclusion that the'yNetaji died in the plane 

crash 

11/07/70 

1 

The Government of India in exercise of powers 

under the Commissions of Inquiry Act, 1952 

constitute an Inquiry Commission vide 

Notification No. 25/ 14/70-Poll. 1 1 headed by 





Honhle Shri Justice G. D. Khosla, Retired Chief 

Justice of Punjab High Court. 


The Commission also came to the conclusion 

that Netaji had | succumbed to his injuries 

sustained in the plane crash at Taihoku 


A writ petition was filed in the Honhle High 

Court of Calcutta, seeking directions to 

declassify and disclose the documents relating 

to Netaji. Further the petition sought an 

injunction to all agencies and publishers from 

1 

publishing that Netaji died on 18/08/1945 in a 

plane crash. The Honhle High Court of Calcutta 

while disposing of the petition directed the 

Union of India to launch a vigorous inquiry into 

j 

the alleged disappearance/ death of Netaji in 
accordance witii^ law by appointing a 
commission 

24/12/98 

( 

< 

A unanimous resolution adopted by the West 

Bengal Legislative Assembly whereby the 

I 

Assembly demanded that the Government of 

India should make necessary arrangements for 

availability of records and documents in and 

outside India so thal the scholars and people 

oould have access to them 

15/05/99 1 

he Central Government by notification No. SO 

- - - .... .... i 


/// 




339(E) appointed man commission headed 

by Hon hie Shri Justice M. K. Mukherjee, 

Retired Judge of the Honhle Supreme Court of 

India. The commission was to inquire into all 

the facts and circumstances related to the 

disappearance of Netaji and to examine the 

manner in which the exercise of scrutiny of 

publication touching upon the question of death 

or otherwise of Netaji can be undertaken by the 

Government of India 


That, the Justice Mukherjee Commission, with 

great difficulty .examined 131 witnesses in and 

1 1 

outside India. Trie^ Commission visited Japan, 

England, Taiwan, Russia etc and examined 

official documents related to Netaji. However, 

the Government of India had a reluctant 

approach and attitude in providing the 

commission with necessary documents and 

permissions 

07/11/05 

] 

The Report was submitted by the Commission 

to the Government of India. The Commission 

concluded that Netaji was dead. However he did 

not die in plane crash as alleged. The ashes in 

Renkoji Temple arp not of Netaji. Further on 
point regarding publication touching upon the 

! 



question of Netaji’s death, the Commission 

i 

recommended that Central Government can 

• j 

I | 

proceed on the basis that he is dead but did not 

die in the plane crash as alleged. 


The respondent government rejected the report 

submitted by the Justice Mukherjee 

Commission. 

I 

_ .. _ j 


In this circumstances, there is no conclusive 

proof as to the d^ath of Netaji and therefore the 

\ 

petitioner has filed this instant petition, as 

Netaji was a National Hero who led India to 

independence and as such the controversy and 

mystery regarding his death needs to be 

unraveled 

i _ ' . - . .. i 


Hence this petition.^ 


POINTS TO BE HEARD 


1. Whether the action of the Respondent Union of India in 
rejecting the Mukherjee Commission Report correct and 
justified? 

2. Is it not that when the conclusion of previous reports 

I 

has been doubted by th^ Hon hie Prime Minister, the 
Government was duty to bound to finally put to rest the 
controversy by accepting the report submitted by 
Justice Mukherjee Commission? 



* 


4 


3. Is it not that the Union of India was duty to bound to 

appoint a new commission of Inquiry, if in its opinion 

the report submitted by Mukherjee Commission was not 

satisfactory, especially when the reports submitted by 2 

previous commissions j had been considered 

inconclusive? ’ i 

. 


ACTS AND RULES 


\ 


1. Constitution of India 


2. Commission of Inquiries Act 
Nagpur 

Dated: /06/2014 



Akshaya M. Sudame 
Advocate 

Counsel for Petitioner 


I 

\ 

i 
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' IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY 

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR 

I 

{Public Interest Litigation under rtde 4(e) of the Bombay High Court 
Public Interest Litigation Rules 2010} 


PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION No. 
PETITIONER: 


./2014 


RESPONDENT: 1. 


2 . 


Dr. Suresh s/o Sharadchandra 
Padhye Aged about 85 years Occ. 
Retired R/o Amravati 

VERSUS 

Union of India 
Through Principal Secretary 
South Block Central Secretariat 
Raisina Hills New Delhi 1 10001 

.!. \ 

Ministry of External Affairs 
Central Secretariat Raisina Hills New 
Delhi 110001 


3. Ministry of Home Affairs 
North Block Central Secretariat 
Raisina Hills New Delhi 1 10001 

I 

4. Research^spid Analysis Wing 
Through its Secretary 
Headquarters New Delhi 

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION PETITION 

MAY IT PLEASE MY LORD 

The petitioner abovenamed most humbly and 
respectfully submit as under: 

1. Particulars of the cause/ order against which 

I 

the petition is made:- TH^ instant petition is being 


filed in 

public interest 

questing 

the 

decision 

of 

the 

Central 

Government 

in 

rejecting 

the 

report 

of 

the 

Justice 

Mukhferjee 

Commission 

of 

Inquiry 

dated 


08/11/2005. . 


. In the backdrop of a writ; petition filed before the 

Honhle Calcutta High Court, the Hon'ble Court directed 

the Respondent Union of India to launch a vigorous 

inquiry into the alleged disappearance/ death of Netaji in 

accordance with law by appointing a Commission of 

Inquiry for the purpose of giving end to the controversy. 

This was followed by a unanimous resolution adopted 

by the West Bengal Legislative Assembly on 

24/12/1998 whereby the Assembly demanded that the 

Government of India should make necessary 7 

arrangements for availability of records and documents 

. \ 

in and outside India so that the scholars and people 

s 

\ 

could have access to them and also institute a fresh 
Inquiry Commission in order to remove the mystery 
regarding the whereabouts of Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose. In the aforementioned context Government of 
India appointed one-man Commission consisting of 
Hon’ble Shri Justice M. K. Mukherjee, a retired Judge of 
the Supreme Court. 

However, the report was rejected by government of India 
on 17/05/2006. 

Particulars of the Petitioners:- The petitioner 
was born on 07/10/193& at Nagpur. The petitioner is 

Ph. D holder in the subject of Geography. The Petitioner 

\ 

was selected through MPSC and was appointed as a 
lecturer in Geography in Government College Amravati. 


\/He worked on various committees of the State 
Government, wrote nationalized Text Books for schools, 

I 

published more than twenty five research papers in 
standard journals, helped various departments on 
research projects and served number of Universities. He 
eventually became the head of the Department of 
Geography and retired in 1995 as the Principal of the 
Government College of l Vidarbha Mahavidyalaya in 
Amravati. In young days, the petitioner had inclination 
towards politics. He was bid farewell by thousands of 
students when he left to join the Goa liberation front. 
He believed in Gen. Eisenhower’s advice and shunned 
political aspirations. The adage says ‘First educate, 

then agitate and then' legislate’. In due course, the 

\ 

petitioner became a Governihent Gazetted Officer and 
hence the question of being politically active did not 
arise 

From 1965 to 1977 the petitioner has spent time at 
Shoulmari Ashram which was set up Sharadnandji 

I 

(herein after Sadhu), whoHhe petitioner has reasons to 
believe was infact Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose in 
disguise. 

Declaration and understanding of the 
Petitioners:- That, the present petition is being filed by 
way of public interest litigation and the petitioners do 
not have any personal interest in the matter. The 


V 


instant matter is being filed in the interest of general 


public 

That, the entire litigation costs, including the advocate’s 
fee and other charges are being borne by the petitioners. 

' U 

Permanent Account Numbers of the petitioners is also 
provided herein. 

That a thorough research has been conducted in the 
matter raised through the petition. All relevant material 
in respect of such research has been annexed to the 
petition. 

That, to the best of the petitioners’ knowledge and 
research, the issue instant raised has not been dealt 
with or decided by this Hon’ble Court. The petitioners 
have not filed any petition in respect of the current 
issue before this Hon’ble Court or the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court. * * | 

That, the petitioners have^bnderstood that in the course 
of hearing of this petition this Hon’ble Court may 
require any security to be furnished towards costs or 
any other charges and the petitioners undertake to 
comply with such requirement 
Facts:- 

a. That, Netaji was born on 23 January 1897 
in Cuttack, Orissa Division, Bengal Province. He was 
the ninth child of a total of fourteen siblings. He was 
admitted to the Protestant European School like his 


l/ other brothers and' sifters in January 1902. He 
continued his studies at mis school which was run by 
the Baptist Mission up to the year 1909 and then 
shifted to the Ravenshaw Collegiate School. After 
securing the second position in the matriculation 
examination in 1913, he got admitted to the Presidency 
College where he studied^ briefly. His nationalistic 
temperament came to light when he was expelled for 
assaulting Professor Oaten for the latter's anti-India 
comments. He later joined the Scottish Church 
College at the University of Calcutta and passed his B.A. 
in 1918 in philosophy. Netaji left India in 1919 for 

4 

England with a promise (to his father that he would 


appear in the Indian Civil Services (ICS) Examination. 
He went to study in Fitzwilliam College, Cambridge, and 
matriculated on 19 November 1919. He came fourth in 
the ICS examination and was selected but he did not 
want to work under an .alien government which would 


mean serving the British. Asyhe stood on the verge of 
taking the plunge by resigning from the Indian Civil 
Service in 1921, he wrote to his elder brother Sarat: 
"Only on the soil of sacrifice and suffering can we raise 
our national edifice". Finally, he resigned from his civil 
service job on 23 April 1921 and returned to India. 



b. Netaji stood 


unqualified Swaraj (self- 


governance), including the use of force against the 


I 




A 


4 


* 


V British. This meant a confrontation with Mohandas 
Gandhi, who in fact opposed Netaji's 
presidency, splitting the Indian National 

Congress party. Netaji attempted to maintain unity, but 
Gandhi advised Netaji to form his own cabinet. The rift 
also divided Netaji and Nehru. Netaji appeared at the 
1939 Congress meeting on a stretcher. He was elected 
president again over Gandhi's preferred candidate 
Pattabhi Sitaramayya. ' 

c. In the early 1930’s Ja^>an and Southeast Asia were 
major refuges spots for Indian nationalists living in exile 
before the start of World War II. Japan had sent 
intelligence missions, notably under Major hvaichi 
Fujiwara, into South Asia even before the start of the 
war to garner support from the Malayan Sultans, 
overseas Chinese, the Burmese resistance and the 
Indian movement. These missions were successful 
establishing contacts with Indian nationalists in exile 
in Thailand and Malaya, supporting the establishment 
and organization of the Indian Independence 
League (IIL) . 

d. In a series of meeting between the INA leaders 
and the Japanese in 1943, it was decided to cede the 
leadership of the IIL and the INA to Netaji, since a 
number of the officers and troops who had returned to 
PoW camps, or had not volunteered in the first place, 


L 


sr 

i 

s 



A 


■4 


* 


V made it known that they would be willing to join the INA 
only on the condition that it was led by Netaji. Netaji 
had, at the start of the war in Europe, escaped from 
house arrest to make his way to Germany, reaching 
Berlin on 2 April 1941. In Germany he convinced Adolf 
Hitler, in a series of conferences, to support the cause of 
Indian Independence, forming the Free India Legion and 
the Azad Hind Radio. By early 1943, Netaji had turned 
his attention to Southeast Asia. With its large overseas 
Indian population, it was recognized that the region was 

t 

fertile ground for establishing an anti-colonial force to 


fight the Raj. In January 1943, the Japanese invited 
Netaji to lead the Indian nationalist movement in East 
Asia. He accepted and left Germany on 8 February. 
After a three-month journey by submarine, and a short 
stop in Singapore, he reached Tokyo on 1 1 May 1943. 
where he made a number of radio broadcasts to the 
Indian communities, exhorting them to join in the fight 
for India's Independence. 

e. During the last week of April 1945, Netaji, his 
senior INA officers, several hundred enlisted INA men, 
and one hundred women from the INA's Rani of Jhansi 
Regiment left Rangoon by road for Moulmein. 

Accompanied by Lieut. General Saburo Isoda, the head 
of the Japanese-INA liaison organization Hikari Kikan, 
their Japanese military convoy was able to reach the 



V right bank of the Sittang niver, albeit slowly. But, very 

few vehicles were able to dross the river because of 

American strafing runs. Ijletaji and his party walked the 

\ 

remaining 80 miles to Moulmein over the next 
week. ( g l Moulmein then was the terminus of the Death 
Railway, constructed earlier by British, Australian, and 
Dutch prisoners of war, linking Burma to Siam (now 
Thailand). At Moulmein, Netaji's group was also joined 
by 500 men from the X-regiment, INA's first guerrilla 
regiment, who arrived from a different location in Lower 
Burma. A year and a half earlier, 16,000 INA men and 
one hundred women had entered Burma 

from Malaya. Now, less thah one tenth that number left 

\ 

Burma, arriving in Bangkok during the first week of 
May. The remaining nine tenth were killed in action, 
died from malnutrition or injuries after the battles 
of Imphal and Kohima, captured by the British, turned 
themselves in, or simply disappeared. Netaji stayed in 
Bangkok for a month, where soon after his arrival he 
heard the news of Germany's surrender on May 8. 
Afterwards, for the next two months — June and July 
1945 Netaji was in Singapore, and in both places 
attempted to raise funds for billeting his soldiers or for 
rehabilitating them if they chose to return to civilian life, 
which most of the women!-, did. In his nightly radio 
broadcasts, Netaji spoke with increasing virulence ^ 


^/against Gandhi, who had been released from jail in 
1944, and was engaged in talks with both British 
administrators and envoys and Muslim 

League leaders. Some seniorMNA officers now began to 
feel frustrated or disillusioned with Netaji and to 
prepare quietly for the arrival of the British and for its 
consequences. 

f. During the first two weeks of August 1945, events 
began to unfold very rapidly. With the British advancing 
down the Malay Peninsula and with daily American 
aerial bombings, Netaji's physical presence in Malaya 

I 

and Singapore was becorrhjig riskier by the day, and his 
chief of staff J. R. Bhonsle suggested that he prepare to 
leave Singapore. I 14 l On 3 August 1945, Netaji received a 
cable -from Gen. Isoda advising him to evacuate cAiickly 
to Saigon (now Ho Chi ^ Minh City) in French 
Indochina (now in Vietnam), which was still under 
Japanese administration. On 9 August the Soviet 
invasion of Manchuria began and the 
Japanese Kwantung Army beat a quick retreat 
southward in their puppet state ofManchukuo, about 
which Netaji was told on 10 August, and not much 
earlier he has heard about the atomic blasts 

I 

v 

in Hiroshima and Nagasaki Finally, on 16 August, after 
being informed of the unconditional surrender of 
Japanese armed forces to the Allied armies, Netaji 


decided to leave for Saigon along with a handful of his 
aides. 

g. In the consensus of scholarly opinion, Subhas 
Chandra Netaji's death occurred from third-degree 
burns on 18 August 1945 after his overloaded Japanese 

I 

plane crashed \ in Japanese- 

occupied Formosa (now Taiwan). However, many among 

his supporters, especially ^in Bengal, refused at the time, 

\ 

and have refused since, to^believe either the fact or the 
circumstances of his death. Conspiracy theories 
appeared within hours of his death and have thereafter 
had a long shelf life, keeping alive various martial myths 
about Netaji. 

h. In Taihoku, at around 2:30 PM as the bomber with 
Netaji on board was leaving the standard path taken by 
aircraft during take-off, the passengers inside heard a 

loud sound, similar to c\n engine backfiring. The 

I 

mechanics on the tarmac saw' something fall out of the 
plane. It was portside engine, or a part of it, and the 
propeller. The plane swtjmg wildly to the right and 
plummeted, crashing, breaking into two, and exploding 
into flames. Inside, the chief pilot, copilot and 
Lieutenant-General Tsunamasa Shidei, the Vice Chief of 
Staff of the Japanese Kwantung Army, who was to have 
made the negotiations for Netaji with the Soviet army in 
Manchuria, were instantly killed. Netaji's 




assistant Habibur Rahman was stunned, passing out 
briefly, and Netaji, although conscious and not fatally 
hurt, was soaked in gasoline. When Rahman came to, 
he and Netaji attempted to leave by the rear door, but 
found it blocked by the luggage. They then decided to 
run through the flames and exit from, the front. The 

ground staff, now approaching the plane, saw' two 

1 

people staggering towards \them, one of whom had 

become a human torch. The human torch turned out to 

be Netaji, whose gasoline-soaked clothes had instantly 

ignited. Rahman and a few others managed to smother 

the flames, but also noticed that Netaji's face and head 

appeared badly burned. According to Joyce Chapman 

Lebra, "A truck which served as ambulance rushed 

Netaji and the other passengers to the Nanmon Military 

Hospital south of Taihoku." The airport personnel called 

Dr. Taneyoshi Yoshimi, tijie surgeon-in-charge at the 

hospital at around 3 PM. Netaji was conscious and 

mostly coherent when they reached the hospital, and for 

\ 

some time thereafter. NetajiNvas naked, except for a 
blanket wrapped around him, and Dr. Yoshimi 
immediately saw evidence of third-degree burns on 
many parts of the bod}', especially on his chest, 
doubting very much that he would live Soon, in spite of 
the treatment. Netaji went into a coma. A few hours 



• later, between 9 and 10 PM (local time) on Saturday 18 
August 1945, Netaji, ageck^8, was dead, 
i. Netaji's body was cremated in the main Taihoku 
crematorium two days later, 20 August 1945. On 23 
August 1945, the Japanese news agency Do Trzei 
announced the death of Netaji. On 7 September a 
Japanese officer, Lieutenant Tatsuo Hayashida, carried 
Netaji's ashes to Tokyo, and the following morning they 
were handed to the president of the Tokyo Indian 
Independence League, Ramk^Murti. On 14 September a 
memorial service was held for Netaji in Tokyo and a few 
davs later the ashes were turned over to the priest of 
the Renkoji Temole of.Nichiren Buddhism in Tokyo. 

I 

j. The controversy overythe death of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose surfaced after the announcement from 
Tokyo on 23/08/1945 that Netaji had died in a plane 
crash on 18/08/1945. However, some press reports 
published from Tokyo and Taipei had given 
contradictory versions. After the independence ol India, 
there was a popular demand for an inquiry into the 
alleged disappearance/ death of Netaji. The issue was 

i 

also raised in the Parliament from time to time. 
Responding thereto, the then Prime Minister on 
03/12/1955 announced in the Parliament that an 
official committee wo Old be appointed to go into the 
matter. Accordingly the Government of India appointed 


& 

I 

\ 


\ 


a three: member Inquiry Committee vide its Notification 
No. F-30(26)FEA/55 dated 05/0 4/1956 with Shah 
Nawaiz Khan, Parliament Secretary to the Ministry for 
Transport and Railway as its Chairman and Shri Suresh 
Chandra Bose, elder Brother of Netaji and Shri S. N. 
Maitra, ICS Chief Commissioner, Andaman & Nicobar 
Islands as its members. The Committee after 
considering the documents placed before it and after 
examining the witnesses produced before it came to the 
conclusion that the Netaji died in the plane crash. 


\ 


However, Shri Suresh Chandra Bose, the other member 



stating that there had 


been no plane crash involving Netaji. The majority 
report was accepted by the Government of India, 
k. That, the majority view though was accepted by 
the Government, the same did not satisfy the public in 
general and several members of the Parliament in 
particular who raised a demand for a fresh inquiry into 
the matter. Under the circumstances the Government of 
India in exercise of powers under the Commissions of 
Inquiry 7 Act, 1952 constitute an Inquiry Commission 
vide Notification No. \ 25/ 14/70-Poll. 1 1 dated 

11/07/1970 headed by Hon’ble Shri Justice G. D. 


Khosla , Retired Chief Justice >s qf Punjab High Court. The 
Commission also came to the conclusion that Netaji had 




succumbed to his injuries sustained in the plane crash 

at Taihoku and that his asl|es had been taken to Tokvo. 

\ 

1. That, a writ petition was filed in the Hon’ble High 
Court of Calcutta, seeking directions to declassify and 
disclose the documents relating to Netaji. Further the 
petition sought an injunction to all agencies and 
publishers from publishing that Netaji died on 
18/08/1945 in a plane crash. The Hon’ble High Court 
of Calcutta while disposing of the petition directed the 
Union of India to launch a vigorous inquiry into the 
alleged disappearance/ death of Netaji in accordance 
with law bv appointing a commission. This was followed 
by an unanimous resolution adopted by the West 
Bengal Legislative Assembly on 24/12/1998 whereby 


the Assembly demanded that the Government of India 
should make necessary 7 arrangements for availability of 
records and documents in and outside India so that the 
scholars and people could have access to them. As such 

I 

the Central Government by^ notification No. SO 339(E) 
dated 14/05/1999 appointed one man commission 
headed by Hon’ble Shri Justice M. K. Mukherjee, 
Retired Judge of the Honlole Supreme Court of India. 
The commission was to inquire into all the facts and 
circumstances related to the disappearance of Netaji 
and to examine the manner in which the exercise of 
scrutiny of publication touching upon the question of 


A 
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death or otherwise of Netaji can be undertaken by the 
Government of India. The Commission was required to 
submit its report within a period 6 months from the 

I 

date of publication of theNnotification. There were in all 

I 

5 questions, which were ' to be inquired by the 
Commission. Viz. 

i. Whether Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose is 
dead or alive; 

ii. If he is dead, whether he died in the plane 
crash, as alleged; 

iii. Whether the ashes in the Japanese temple 
are ashes of Netaji; 

iv. Whether he has died in any other manner at 
any other place and if so when and how; 

v. If he is alive in^respect of his whereabouts. 

• V 

m. That, the Justice^ Mukherjee Commission 
(hereinafter ‘the Commission’ for sake of brevity), with 
great difficulty examined 131 witnesses in and outside 
India. The Commission visited Japan, England, Taiwan, 
Russia etc and examined official documents related to 
Netaji. However, the Government of India had a 
reluctant approach and attitude in providing the 
commission with necessary documents and 
permissions. That, it was brought to the notice of the 
Commission that on 03/08/1977 Prof. Samar Guha 
moved a motion in the Parliament - “ that this House do 


1 



consider the Report (1974) of the commission of Inquiry 
into disappearance of Netaji laid on the table of the house 
on 03/09/1974” and in reply thereto Shri Morarji Desai 
the then Prime Minister of India made the following 
statement on 28/08/1978 

“there have been two enquires into the report of the 
death of Netaji Subha& Chandra Bose in the air 
crash on 18/08/1945 at Taihoku airfield during his 
air-journey to Manchuria, one by a committee 
presided over by Maj. General Shah Nawaz Khan 
and the second by a one-man Committee of enquiry 
headed by Shri G. JO. Khosla retired judge Punjab 


High Court. The majority report of the first 
committee and Shri Khosla Committee held the 
report of the death as true. Since then reasonable 
doubts have been cast on the correctness of the 
conclusions reached in the two reports and various 
important contradictions in the testimony of 
witnesses have been'' noticed, some further 
contemporary official documentarii records have 
also become available. In light of those doubts and 
contradictions and those records, Government find 
it difficult to accept that the earlier conclusions are 
decisive. ” \ 

n. The Commission asked the PMO, the MEA, the 

Cabinet Secretariat and Ministry of Home Affairs to 


N\ 
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ensure production of all those “further contemporary 
official documentary evidence” which as stated by the 
Prime Minister had become available to the Government 
of India. However, the PMO wrote back to the 
Commission that no such official documents could be 
located in their office. A similar response was received 
from the Ministry of Home Affairs, Cabinet Secretariat. 
Records of entire proceedings of Khosla Commission 

I L 

and documents therein \ca^led by commission were 
never furnished by the Government of India. The 
Commission thereafter went to England to study 
relevant files and record. All the relevant documents 
except for two files were given to the Commission. Those 
two files could not be given as the same were marked 
closed. The Commission thereafter approached the 
Foreign and Commonwealth office of British 
Government. However, the Foreign and Commonwealth 
office did not handed over, however, it was 
communicated that the files belonging to intelligence 

and Security Agencies were, withheld from release with 

I l v 

the approval of Lord Cn^nctellor in accordance with 
section 3(4) of the Public Records Act. Commission met 
Lord Peter Archer who suggested that the issue might 
achieve greater success if the two concerned 

Governments corresponded. The Ministry of External ^ 

• • 

Affairs, Government of India assured necessary action. ' 


i However, the Foreign and Commonwealth of British 

Government reiterated their stand. Commission 



requested ^jVlE A to make availab le all declassified 
documents relating to Netaji/INA from Government of 
USA and CIA. Howe ver, no action was tak en bv the MEA 
in pursuance of the request made bv the Com mission, 
o. The Commission went to Tokyo to examine 
Taneyoshi Yoshimi only surviving witness to Netaji's 
alleged death. Urn containing ashes of Netaji could not 
be accessed as the date of visit was a holiday. That on 

I 

24/10/2002 First Secretary and Second Secretary to 
Indian Ambassador to Japan visited the temple took 
photographs of the contents of the urn and submitted a 
report. Indian Embassy in Japan assured to solicit 


services of expert and furnish opinion. However, nothing 

further was done 

by 

the Indian 

Embassy^. 

The 

r 

Commission asked. 

'thei 

Centre for 

Cellular 

and 


Molecular Biology whether DNA test could be conducted 
on the bones. CCMB replied that it would not be 
possible to isolate DNA from bones collected from burnt 
ashes. But if the remains of bones were not burnt then 

l 

presence of DNA was likely to be there. However, the 
test could not be carried ouT in India as the special 
laboratory facility was not available. The Commission 
then contacted Sir Alec Jeffery and Terry Melton with a 
similar query. Both expressed their inability to positively 







determine whether DNA t^st could be conducted on 

burned bones. However, 1 Terrv Melton aereed to hold 

\ 

standard forensic mitochondrial DNA test. Ancient DNA 
facility having become fully functional at CCMB 
Hyderabad, the commission again sought opinion about 
possibility of extracting DNA from burnt bones. It was 
suggested to the Commission that a Molecular Biologist 
may be required to physically separate less charred 
bones from the urn. The question of physical inspection 
gave rise to several correspondences between the MEA 


and the authorities of Renkoji Temple. Unfortunate!}' 


even after several letters no response was received by 
the Commission. As such 'insofar as DNA testing is 
concerned, commission received a bleak prospect from 
the different experts. Due to temple authorities reticence 
the commission could not proceed further, 
p. The Commission also visited Russian Federation 
to examine some witnesses and inspect records in 
various archives of Russian Federation. Besides 


documents, the commission received IS reader printer 
copies of micro film rolls from the Public Record Office,. 
London and one from the University of Southampton, 
England. Another 4 bundles of documents in Russian 

o 

language were received from the Asiatic Societv. 

i 

Kolkata. Apart from the\above documents, the 

I 

commission received 105\hooks- 47 in English. 1 in 


■ Russian and 57 including 14 journals in vernacular 

from different deponents and other sources. After 

hearing the deponents, th^ir counsels and agents the 

\ 

Commission came across 5 different versions of Netaji s 
death. 

q. The First Version was that Netaji died in Red For t 
on 15/08/1945. After hearing the deponents the 
Commission came to the conclusion that the story was 
given out of presumptions and assumptions and in 
absence of any other evidence the story cannot be 

I 

substantiated. The versicfq was therefore rejected as 

\ 

being a figment of imagination. 

r. The Second version was that Netaji died in plane 

crash, on 18/08/1945. The Commission on a 

% " 

conspectus of all facts and, circumstances relevant to 
the issue came to the conclusion that Netaji was 
successful in evading the Allied Force and as a 
camouflage the entire make- belief story of the air crash 
was engineered. The Commission also concluded that 
the ashes in Renkoji Temple in Japan were not of Netaji 
but were of Ichiro Okura. 

s. The Third Ve rsion before the Commission was that 
the Netaji died in an As nr am named and styled as 
Shoulmari Ashram, where he was residing in disguise 
as Sharadanandji. The Commission concluded that as 

there was no reliable evidence to prove that the Sadhu 

\ 
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was Netaji and therefore the question of his death in 
Dehradun does not arise. 

t. The Fourth version was that Netaji died in 

Sheopurkalan in Madhya Pradesh. As per the version, 
the plane crashed in a village called Pandola and three 
persons survived, Netaji, Coh'lpehman and Hitler. As the 
story itself was patently absurd. This version was 
rejected. ' 

u. The Fifth and last version was that Netaji died in 
Faizabad where he lived as Gumnami Baba. The 
Commission concluded that in absence of any clinching 
evidence to prove that Gumnami Baba was infact Netaji 
the question whether he died in Faizabad need not be 


answered. 

v. That, after the conclusion of the inquiry the 
Commission concluded that Netaji was dead. However 
he did not die in plane crafch as alleged. The ashes in 
Renkoji Temple are not of Netaji. Further on point 
regarding publication torching upon the question of 
Netaji’s death, the Commission recommended that 
Central Government can proceed on the basis that he is 
dead but did not die in the plane crash as alleged. The 
Report of the Commission was submitted on 
08/1 1 /2005 and the same was tabled in the Parliament 
on 17/05/2006. The Government of India, however 
rejected the report stating that it did not agree with the 



findings of the Commission. A copy of report alongwith 
its annexure is filed herewith as A NNEUXRE I . 

\v. On 29/01/2010 an article was published in India 

t 

Today under the title “UP [Monk was Bose in hiding”. the 
article reported the conclusion arrived at by the 
Mukherjee commission and further went on record to 

report: a statement made by Justice Mukherjee that in 

I 

his personal opinion, the Babk residing in Uttar Pradesh 
was infact Bose. However, the statement made by 
Justice Mukherjee had no legal backing and was not 
part of the report submitted by Justice Mukherjee. A 
copy of article published in India today on 29/01/2010 
is filed herewith as ANNEXURE II . 

x. It is submitted that The press of India flashed 
news that founder of Shoulmari Ashram Shrimat 
Sharadanandji was SubfL-is Chandra Bose. Therefore 
the petitioner managed to get audience with 
Sharadanandji at Shoulmari Ashram at Falakata in 

North Bengal. He went thetje after deeply studying the 

\ 

life of Subhas Chandra Bose from various books. The 

petitioner is agnostic and never believed in any Baba or 
Maharaj though his great grand father Dadasaheb 
Khaparde was close associate of Sai Baba of Shirdi and 
Gaja.nan Maharaj of Shegaon. 

v. In the very- first audience he was convinced that 
Sharadanandji was Subhas Chandra Bose because., 


i 
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, Both Sharadanandji andNTetaji had the same age and 
similar height. The physical mark of squint in eye and 
vertical scar on the left eye brow were same to both. 
Short, temper was similar. Use of Dhvp' (fragrant 
smoke) was same. Deep knowledge of Vedas, 
Upanishadas, Sahitas and Sankrit was identical to 
both. So also deep stud) of Eastern and Western 
Philosophers, History of the World and Revolutions,- 
dream analysis and psychology, world politics and 

I 

personal knowledge of Nehru and war' strategies, love 
for teaching and plan to institute Universities was 
identical. 

1 

z. The petitioner has maintained daily diaries from 
1956 till today and ever)' event, discussion, dictation, 
journeys in the dairies. The Volume one deals with 
everything date wise in the first volume. The second 
Volume consists of photographs taken by the petitioner 
of followers. residences, Sharadanandji’s living 
photograph, the plioto of handwriting of Sharadanandji 
in letter to the petitioner and comparison with original 
handwriting of Subhas Bos(^. The photographs of close 
associates of Netaji as well ak Sharadanandji such as 
Uttamchand Malhotra who sheltered Netaji in Kabul 
and w'as jailed .and his |property confiscated by the 
British Government, or, thXt of Colonel Pritam Singh 
was one of the five to see off Netaji at Saigaon 


\ 
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, aa. It is submitted that the petitioner has spent 12 
years of his life living in the Shoulmari Ashram with 
Sharadanandji and he therefore has strong reasons to 
believe that Sharadanandji was infact Netaji in disguise. 
The Petitioner spent 5 years collecting data, photos etc 
and has now created a website: 
netajibosemysteryrevealed.org, which gives detailed 
account: of the time spent liY the petitioner in Shoulmari 
Ashram. Infact the petitioner deposed before the 
Mukherjee Commission as CW 102. However, the 
petitioner was wronglv quoted as admitting that 
Sharadanandji was not Netajh^ 

5. Source of Information:- 

a. Mukherjee Commission Report 

b. h ttp: / /netaiibosemystervrevealed.o r g/ 

c • http: / / indiatodav.intodav.in/ story /'CP+ monk-- wa 
s+ Bose+in+hiding / 1 /£ 1464.html 

cl. http: / / vnvw.subhaschandrabose.org/disappearan 

ce.php \ 

\ 

6. Nature and Extent of injury caused:- Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose is a National Hero, who fought 
and led India to Independence. It is quite tragic that 
people of India are still 1 in doubt as to whether Netaji 
died in plane crash or otherwise. The people of India 
have a right to know as to how their beloved leader died. 
The then Prime Minster India Shri Morarji Desai had on 



the floor of Parliament, made a statement on basis of 
certain new documents anq^the conclusions arrived at 
by Shah Nawaz Committee and Khosla Commission 
cannot be decisive. The 3 rd Commission i.e. Mukherjee 
Commission has concluded that Netaji did not die in the 
plane crash, as such in this scenario it is in the interest 
of people of India, to have a definite knowledge as to the 
death of Netaji. 

7. Representation, if any:- The petitioner submits 

1 

that before filing of the petition, the petitioner had not 
made any representations to the respondents 

8. Delay, if any.:- The petitioner submits that there 
is no - deliberate and intentional delay caused by the 

I 

petitioner in approaching thf-^Hon'ble Court. 

9. Documents relied upon:- As per the list of 
annexure to the present petition 

10. Reliefs) prayed for:- It is therefore most humbly 
prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to:- 

a. Call for record pertai ning to report submitted by 
Justice Mukherjee Commission on 08/11/2005 
and peruse the game; 

b. Direct the Respond'eVits to furnish information 

alongwith reasons as to why the report submitted 
by the Mukherjee Commission has not been 
accepted. 


\ 
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c. Direct the Respondents to appoint a new 
c ommission to ascertain the nature of death of 
Netaji as the Mukherjee commission was unable to 
arrive at a conclusion.! 


\ 


d. Direct the respondents to restrain all publishers 
from publishing the date of death of Netaji as 
18/08/1945. Further direct the respondents to 
restrain all publishers from publishing cause of 
death of Netaji. 

e. Grant any other relief which this Hon'ble Court 
deems fit in the facts and circumstances of the 

I 

case and in the interest of justice. 

11. Interim prayed if an3n- The petitioner does not 
pray for any interim relief at this stage. However, craves 
leave of this Hon’ble Court to file interim application as 
and when necessary' in the interest justice. 

12. Caveat:- The petitioner submits that to his 
knowledge no caveat under section 148-A of the Civil 
Procedure Code has been filed in the present matter by 
the respondents 
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Dated :2c/ 047 2014 
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Akshaya M. Sudame 
Advocate 

Counsel for Petitioner 



SOLEMN AFFIRMATION 

I 

i Dr. Suresh s/o Sharad'chandra Padhve Aged about 85 

\ 

years Occ. Retired R/o Amravati presently at Nagpur 
Petitioner herein do hereby take oath and state on solemn 
affirmation that the contents of above paragraphs 1-12 are 
true and correct to the best of ijny personal knowledge and 
belief and other contents are true in so far as information 
received from the records is believed to be true and read over 
to me in vernacular. 

The legal submissions are explained to me by my counsel 
and 1 admit them to be true on legal advice. The documents 
annexed to the petition are True copies of their respective 
originals. 

I 

Hence verified and signedN^n -^06/2014 at Nagpur. 


NAGPUR 

DATED Du/ 06/ 20 14 
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Akshaya M. Sudame 
Advocate 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY 

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR 

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION No. /2014 

I 

PETITIONER : Dr. Suresh^ Padhye 

VERSU S 

RES PONDENT : Union of India & 4 Ors. 
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A copy of report submitted 

07/11/05 

I 
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by Justice Mukherjee 



36?| 


Commission to Government 
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1 

of India j 

I 

1 



2 A copy of article published 29/01/10 
in India today 
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JUSTICE MUKHERJEE 
COMMISSION OF INQUIRY 


( ALLEGED DISAPPEARANCE OF NETAJI 
StfBHAS CHANDRA BOSE) 


REPORT 
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Report 
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The Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 


on 


\ 

tie alleged disappearance 
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Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose 
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Preamble 


1.1 The controversy over the death of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose (‘Netaji’ for 
short), who needs no introduction, surfaced after the announcement from Tokyo on 
August 23, 1945 thatS^etaji had died in a plane crash on August 18, 1945. However, 

I 

some press reports published 'from Tokyo and Taihoku (Taipei) had given contradictory 
versions. After independence of India, there was a popular demand for an inquiry into 
the alleged disappearance/death of Netaji. The issue was also raised in the Parliament 
from time to time. Responding thereto, the then Prime Minister on December 3,1955, 
announced in the Parliament that an official committee would be appointed to go into 


the matter. Accordingly, the Government of India appointed a three-member Inquiry 
Committee, vide its Notification No.F-30(26)FEA/55 dated April 5, 1956, with Shri 


Shah Nawaz Khan, Parliamentary Secretary to the Ministry for Transport and Railways, 
k as its Chairman and Shri Sure sh Chandr a Bose, eider brother of Netaji and ShriJLN* 
Mgjtra, ICS, Chief Commissioner, Andaman & Nicobar Islands, as its members. The 
task of the Committee, as it appears from the Notification, was to inquire into and 
report to the Government of India on the circumstances concerning the departure of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose from Bangkok on or about August 16, 1945 and his 
alleged death ^ a result of an aircraft accident and subsequent developments 


connected therewith. After considering the evidence collected by the Committee, two of 


'Ho) 


2 



them (Shri Shah Nawaz Khan and Shri S.N.Maitra) came to the conclusion that Netaji 
had died in the aforesaid plane crash. Shri Suresh Chandra Bose, the other member, 
submitted a dissentient report stating that there had been ;i" plane crash involving 
Netaji’s death. The majority report was accepted by the Government of India, 

I . 2 The majority view of that Cjommirtee, however, did not satisfy the public in 
general and several members of the Parliament in particular, who raised a demand for a 
fresh inquiry into the matter. Under the circumstances, the Government of India, in 
exercise of its powers under the Commissions of Inquiry Act,] 952, (the Act for short), 
constituted an Inquiry Commission vide its Notification No. 25/1 4/70-PoILl 1 dated July. 

I I, 1970 ? headed by Shri G.D.jChosla, Retired Chief Justice of Punjab High Court. The 
Commission was asked to inquire into all the facts and circumstances relating to the 
disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose in 1945 and the subsequent developments 
connected therewith. The said Commission examined some of the witnesses who had 
testified before the Shah Nawaz Committee and some other witnesses including Shri 
Shah Nawaz Khan and Shri Suresh Chandra Bose. That Commission also came to the 
conclusion that Netaji had succumbed to his injuries sustained in the plane crash at 
Taihokn and that his ashes had been taken to Tokyo. T^e findings of the Khosla 
Commission also did not end the controversy surrounding^ Netaji’s death; several 
important people and personalities^picluding some members of Netaji’s family, Shri 
Samar Guha, ex-MP, and others did not accept the findings of the Khosla Commission. 
Since then there had been a widespread feeling among the public that the issue of 
finding the truth about Netaji’s disappearance / death still remained urtreso 1 ved .andi 
there was a consistent demand for another inquiry into the matter. 
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1.3 Injthe above backdrop a Writ petition wa 5 filed before the High Court at Calcutta 
by way of a public interest litigation seeking the following directions upon the Union of 
India:- 

1. To declassify and disclose all documents relating to Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose including the Indian National Army, 

2. To make a categorical statement whether name of Netaji was and still is in 
the list of war criminals drawn up after the Second World War and issue 
a press communique to the said effect, 

3. Not to allow any agency or publisher or any person to publish the story of 
the death of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose in the alleged plane crash on 
18/8/1945, 

4. To disclose thd stand of the Government of India regarding Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose if he is found on Indian soil - “whether Government of India 
will welcome him or hand over him to the allied forces for trial as war 
criminal and make a press communique to that effect” and 

5. To produce and / or transmit all the records, files and documents as mentioned 
in Annexure to the petition about disappearance of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose since August 18,1945 and subsequent thereto. 

1.3.1 The petition was disposed of by a Division Bench of the High Court by its 



judgment and order dated Apri l 30, 3 998 directing the Union of India- to -launch, a. 
vigorous inquiry injthe alleged disappearance/death of Netaji in accordance with law 
by appointing a Commission of Inquiry for the purpose of giving an end to the 


controversy. 


1.4 This was followed by a unanimous resolution adopted by the West Bengal 
Legislative Assembly on December 24 ,..1998 whereby the Assembly demanded that the 
Government of India should make necessary arrangements for availability of .records and 


documents in and outside India so that the scholars and people could have access to them 
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and also institute a fresh Inquiry Commission in order to remove the mystery regd 
the whereabouts of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 

1.5 In the context of the above facts and circumstances, Government : : _ 
appointed this one-man Commission by its Notification No. SO 339(E) dated 
jft- ll 14,1999. The said Notification reads as under: - 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 


NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 14.5.99 

S. 0.339(E) “ Whereas the Shah Nawaz Khan Committee and the 

V 

Commission of Inquiry appointed by the Government of India in April, 1956 and 
1970 respectively to inquire into and to report to the Government of India 
circumstances concerning the departure of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose from Ba 


i# 


about the 3 6 th August, 3 945, his reported death as a result of an aircraft accider. 
subsequent developments connected therewith had come to the conc ly^jpn Jha^ 
Subhas Chandra Bose met his death in an air crash; 


^ And, whereas there is a widespread feeling among the public that the 
finding the truth about Netaji’s death still remains; 

And, whereas there has been a consistent demand for a further inquiry ■ 



matter: 
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And, whereas the Calcutta High Court also directed the Government , of India for 
a vigorous inquiry in accordance with Law, if necessary, by appointing a Commission of 

Inquiry for the purpos^of giving an end to this controversy; 

\ 

And, whereas a I Motion was adopted on 24.12,1998 by the West Bengal 
Legislative Assembly wherein a demand has been made for a fresh inquiry into the 
matter to remove the mystery regarding the whereabouts of Netaji Subhas Chandra 
.Bose; 

And, whereas the Central Government is of the opinion that it is necessary to 
appoint a Commission of Inquiry for the purpose of making an in-depth inquiry into a 
definite matter of public importance, namely, the disappearance of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose in 1^5; 

i 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (1) and (2) 
of section 3 of the Commissions of Inquiry Act, 1952 (60 of 1952), the Centra] 
Government hereby appoints a Commission of Inquiry consisting of Mr. Justice 
M.fCMukherjee, a retired Judge of the Supreme Court of India, 

.2. The Commission shall inquire into all the facts and circumstances related to the 

disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose in 1945 and subsequent developments 

\ . 

connected therewith including 

(a) whether Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose is dead or alive; 

(b) if he is dead, whether he died in the plane crash, as alleged; 

(c) . whether the ashes in the Japanese temple are ashes of Netaji; 

(d) whether he has died in any other manner at any other place and, if so, when and 
how; 

(e) if he is alive, in respect of his whereabouts. 
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3. 




The Commission shall also examine the manner in which the exercise of Scrutin 


of Publications touching upon the question of death or otherwise of Netaji can b 
undertaken by the Central Government in the circumstances. 

4. The Commission shall submit its report to the Central Government as soon a 
possible but not later than six months from the date of publication of this notification. 

5. The headquarters of the Commission shall be at New Delhi, and/or any other 
place as determined by the Commission. 

6. The Centra] Government is of the opinion that, having regard to the nature of the 

inquiry to be made and other circumstances of the case, ah the provisions of sub-section 

1 

(2), sub-section (3), sub-section (4) and sub-section (5) of section 5 of the Comnussions 
of Inquiry Act, 1952 (60 of 1952) should be made applicable to the said Commission aod 
the Central Government in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (]) of the 
said section 5, hereby directs that all the provisions of the said sub-sections (2) to (5) of 
that section shall apply to the Commission. 


\ 


Sd/- 

(NDCHIL KUMAR) 
SPECIAL SECRETARY (ISP) 
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Chapter Two 


The Inquiry 



(a) Preliminaries 


2.1 Consequent upon its appointment the immediate task of the Commission was to 
decide upon the location of its operational headquarters, as in the Notification it was 
stated ‘the headquarters of the Commission sliaU be at New Delhi, and/or any^ot her 
place as determined by the Commission 7 /emphasis supplied) and to set up its 
infrastructure including appointment of its personnel. In arriving at its decision in this 


regard the Commissioij felt that since the appointment of the Commission stemm ed 
from the order / direction made by the High Court at Calcutta on a public interest 
litigation and a unanimous resolution passed by the West Bengal Legislative 
.Assembly and most of the persons to be examined before it were likely to be from this 
part of the country (as it appeared from the list of witnesses earlier examined by the 
Shah Nawaz Committee and the Khosla Commission) it would be apposite to have its 
headquarters in Kolkata. After that decision was taken and the Secretary of the 
Commission was^ appointed with effect from August 19,1999, the Commission 
approached the Public Works Department of the Central Government and its 
counterpart of the Government of West Bengal for a suitable accommodation but in 
vain. Resultantly, the Commission was left with no other alternative but to fend for 
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itself. Ultimately, the Hon’ble Minister of Food and Supplies Department, Government 
of West Bengal was approached with a request fdr a suitable accommodation and he 
promptly responded by providing the present accommodation, the formal occupation of 
which could^ obtained only on November 16,1999. Immediately thereafter, on 

I 

December 3, 1999 to be precise, the Commission issued a Notification in accordance 
with the provision of Rule 5 of the Commissions of Inquiry (Central) Rules, 1 972 through 
DA VP, New Delhi inviting all individuals, group of persons, associations, institutions 
and organisations acquainted with or having knowledge directly or indirectly of the 
facts and circumstances relating to the matters referred to the Commission (which were 

detailed in the Notification) and having interest in the proceedings before the 

\ 

Commission or wjishing to assist the Commission in making the inquiry into the matters 
referred to the Commission to furnish their statements relating and relevant to the 
matters . in question. The manner by which the statements were to be filed were also 
detailed in that Notification, a copy of which is annexed to this report (Annexure-A). 

2.2 In response thereto sixty-three statements were received ( later on, some of the 
deponents filed supplementary statements which were also entertained barring a few, as 
they were belated and no reasonable explanation was forthcoming for the unusual delay). 
However, n£) such statement was filed by the Central Government or the Government of 

_ | _ ■■i i i ■»<»■■ — *.• 

West Bengal selling out their respective stands. Once the compliance with the statutory 
threshold formality referred to above was over the Commission held its first public silting 
on March 23, 2000. On that date the Commission examined the statements filed by the 
parties, heard them and/or their representatives present regarding modalities to be 
followed in conducting the inquiry and passed an order directing the Government of India 
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and the Government uf West Bengal to produce the files/documents listed therein, relying 


primarily on those statements. Further orders were passed from time lo time asking the 
above two Governments to produce more files ( documents and to comply with its earlier 


directions regarding production of files / documents. In compliance therewith quite a 


number of files / documents have been produced by the two Governments while rest of 
the files / documents called for have not been. However, grounds for non-production of 
some of those files/ documents have been furnished through affidavits in terms of the 




directions of the Commission which will be considered at the appropriate stage. 

2.3 Since then the Commission held public sittings in India and abroad and in its 
sittings in Kolkata and New Delhi the Commission furnished, to evidence its 
transparency, copies of Status Reports, incorporating and detailing ail its earlier 
activities and steps taken by it for an expeditious and meaningful inquiry till the date of 
hearing, to each of the interested parties and/or their learned Couhsel. Besides, similar 
Status Reports, prepared initially every fortnight and later on monthly, were forwarded 
to the Ministry of Home Affairs as requested. All the Status Reports sent to the 
Government of India I are appended to this report of inquiry in separate volumes 
(Volumes HA and IIB). 
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(b) Its limitations and constraints 




(i) re : records / documents 


2.4 As stated earlier, some files / documents have not been produced by the 
Government of India in spite of repeated reminders. Out of these' files / documents the 
following would have been, in the opinion of the Commission, of great assistance in 
answering th^erms of reference:- 

I 

2.4.] One of the ‘files called for by the order dated March 23.2000 was file 
no,12(226)/56-PM ( investigation into the circumstances leading to the death ol Subhas 
Chandra Bose). In response thereto the Director of the Prime Minister’s office fPMO 
for short) intimated by her letter dated May 2,2000 that the above file was not available 
as it had been destr oyed. On receipt of the above communication the Commission 
asked her, by its letter dated May 23,2000,to intimate to the Commission the subject and 
contents ^f the above file and the circumstances under which the said file had been 
d 1 id. When the Commission was awaiting her reply Shri A. K. Paitandv, Director 




(Internal Security-1)' in the Ministry of Home Affairs (‘MHA’ for short) filed an 
affidavit before , this Commission on June 22,2000 wherein he stated, inter alia, as 
under:- 

in view of the fact that some of the departments / ■organisations have 
informed that they do not have any papers on Netaji / INA, there seems to be 



It 


some confusion about -filing of affidavits 10 that effect by them. In view of this 
fact and in deference to the directions/orders of the Commission, this Ministry is 
filing this affidavit on behalf of the following .and I accordingly further affirm 
and state that there are reportedly no files/papers concerning, Netaji / TNA in 
their (the under mentioned departments' ) possession (emphasis supplied) 

i) N Cabinet Secretariat 

ii) 1 Intelligence Bureau 

r iii) Research and Analysis Wing” fO iw 

2.4.2 The assertion made by Shri Paitandy, quoted above, stood belied, as the Director 
of the PMO in reply to the Commission’s letter dated May 23,2000 slated (in her letter 
dated July 4, 2000) the “file No.l2(226)/56~PM which contained agenda paper/cabmet 
decision regarding “Investigation into the circumstances leading lo the death of Shn f 
Subhas Chandra Bose”\vas destroyed in 1972 in course of routine review/weeding of 


old records since records of Cabinet proceedings are kept permanently in Cabinet 


Secretariat, from where they may be procured” f emphasis supplied). 

2.4.3 To ascertain which of the above versions was correct the Commission wrote a 
letter to the Secretary, MHA on August 18,2000 calling upon him to produce 
photocopies of aU the agenda papers/Cab inet decisions concerning “Investigation into 
the circumstances leading to the death of Netaji” from the custody of the Cabinet 
Secretariat. Another letterjwas addressed to the Secretary of the Prime Minister’s 
Secretariat on August 25, 2000 calling upon him to produce copies of the orders 
regarding destruction of files/documents concerning Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose as 
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also copies of the lists of fiies/documents destroyed pursuant to official orders. h 
response thereto the Director of PMO by a letter dated September 21, 2000 mfimatec 
that no order regarding destru ction of file s/documents could be located, but she encloscc 
a copy of the relevant page of the File Register showing destruction of the lile ir 
1972. Thtj copy of the letter received from the Director and its enclosures are annexed 
herewith (Annexuie-A/1 (collectively)}. This was followed by a letter dated October 
31,2000 addressed to Shri A. K.Paitandy of MHA by a Deputy Secretary of the Cabinet 
Secretariat with a copy to the Secretary of the Commission to say that their organisation 
had ’ no record relating to the events as it was formed only on September 21,1968 It 
was observed therein that no further action from their organisation was called for, so far 
as the proceedings of the Commission were concerned, and he asked for a confirmation 
of tlia^aspect. A copy of that letter is annexed herewith (Annexure- A/2). 

i 

2.4.4 While on this point it need be recalled that in the year the tile is -said to have 

been destroyed (1 972), the Khosla Commission was holding its inquiry (the inquiry 

& commenced in 1970 and concluded in 1974). Evidently, in that context Prof. Samar 

Guhiq a Member of the then Parliament, wrote a letter to Smt. Indira Gandhi, the then 

Prime Minister of India, on January 3,1974 wherein he requested the Prime Minister to 

investigate into the matter and forward the file, if not destroyed, to the Commission and 
\ 

along withNfhe letter he enclosed a copy of the notings on the file. Smt. Gandhi wrote 

l 

back to say, inter alia, that the “file contained, only copies of certain documents which are 
still available in other files’ 5 and that is why “the file was destroyed’ 1 . Copies of the 
letter of Prof. Guha and the reply of Smt. Gandhi are annexed herewith { Armexijre-A/3 
(collectively)}. 
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2.4.5 From the aboVe resume of facts relating to the file in question it is evident that 
the stand taken by the (Cabinet Secretariat is evasive and unfathomable. The Director of 
the Prime Minister’s office (PMO for short) clearly stated in her letter dated July 4,2000 
(referred to earlier) that the file “was destroyed in 1972.... since records of Cabinet 


proceedings are kept permanently in the Cabinet Secretariat from where these may be 


procured”. Since the file is said to have been destroyed four years after formation of 
the Cabinet Secretariat and since the records of the Cabinet proceedings are to be kepi 
permanently in the Cabinet Secretariat the only conclusion that can be drawn is that if 


the file had been destroyed as claimed, the copies of the documents contained in the file 


were in the Cabinet Secretariat and obviously for this reason the Director ol PMO 
asked the Commission to get the file procured therefrom Judged in that context, the 
Commission would have been fully justified in pursuing the matter further with the 
Cabinet Secretariat to bring to their notice that their plea for not producing the papers 
was specious and tenuous for the reasons aforesaid, but the curt reply of its Deputy 
Secretary peremptorily forestalled all contemolated future attempts of the Commission 
to retrieve atleast th4 copies of the documents contained in a file bearing the subject 
heading “Investigation into the circumstances leading to the death of Shri Subbas 
Chandra Bose” which was not only the subject matter of inquiry of the Khosla 
Commission but is also of the present Commission^ 

-» 

2.5 Some of the deponents before this Commission brought to its notice that on 
August 3, 1977 Prof. Samar Guha moved the following motion in the Parliament {Lok 
Sabha)> 




\ 

I 

“That this House do consider the Report (1974) of the Commission of Inquiry 
into the disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose laid on the Tabic of the 
House on the 3 rd September, 1974” 

and in reply thereto Shri Morarii Desai, the then Prime Minister of India, made the 
following statement on August 28, 1978:- 

“There Vfia v e been two enquiries into the report of the death of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bbse in the air-crash on 18 a ' August 1945 at Taihoku airfield during his 
air-journey to Manchuria, one by a Committee presided over by Maj General 
Shah Nawaz Khan and the second by a one-man Committee (sic) of enquiry 
headed by Shri G.D. Khosla, retired Judge of the Punjab High Court. The 
Majority report of the first Committee and Shri Khosia held the repon of the 
death as true. Since then, reasonable doubts have been cast on the correctness of 
the concisions reached in the two reports and various important contradictions 
in the testimony of witnesses have been noticed, some further contemporary 
official documentary records have also become available. In the light of those 
doubts and contradictions and those records, Government find it difficult to accept 
that the earlieiiconclusions are decisive.” 

2.5.1 Pursuant thereto this Commission asked the Prime Minister's office (PMO), the 
Ministry of External Affairs (ME A), the Cabinet Secretariat (CS) and the' Ministry of 
Home Affairs (MHA) to ensure production of all those ‘further contemporary official 
documentary rpcords’ which as stated by the Prime Minister had ‘also become 
available’ to the Government of India. They were also asked to send to the Commission 
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authenticated true copies of all the relevant official notes based on which the Prime 
Minister of India had made the above statement in the Parliament. 

2.5.2 In response thereto the PMO wrote back to say by a letter dated October 29,2001 
that records of their "'office had been checked but no such official documents referred 

I 

to in the former Prime Minister’s statement could be located in their office, they,, 
however, advised the Commission to check up separately from Ministry of Home Affairs 
and Ministry of External Affairs. In reply thereto the Commission asked the Secretary of 
PMO to file an affidavit by a competent officer not below the rank of Joint Secretary' 
of their office clarifying /explaining the circumstances under which the Prime Minster 
could make the above statement. 



2.5.3 In compliance wjith the above direction, Shri Jamail Sincfr a Joint Secretary in 
the PMO, filed an affidavit on December 18,2001 wherein he averred, inter alia, 'no 
such records could be found in this office 1 and that due searches were made to trace 
any ‘contemporary official documentary records 1 based on which the then Prime 
Minister Shri Moraji Desai had made the statement on the floor of the Parliament on 
August 28,1978 as recorded at pages 455 and 456 of the Parliamentary proceedings 
dated August 28,1978. He further averred that their office was not in a position to 
provide any clarLfi&^tion/explanation regarding the circumstances under which such a 
statement was made. 1 

2.5.4. In the meantime, the Commission had received photocopies of a secret file 
bearing No. 2/64/ 78- PM f Pol. Section) from thsJ3MD. on the subject ‘NSC Bose 1 . On a 
close and careful examination of that file it appeared that there were official .documents, 
notes and records which had led the then Prime Minister Shri Morarji Desai to make 
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the statement referred to above on the floor of the Parliament on August 28, 1 9 7 X In 
view thereof, the Commission on February 1, 2001 addressed a letter to Shi i Jamail 
Singh pointing out to him that by the expression ‘earlier conclusions 1 the Prime 
Minister had obviously referred to the findings of the Shah Nawaz Khan Committee and 
the Khosla Commission and that in the context ot the above facts and circumstances it 
seemed to be difficult to accept his (Shri Singh’s) assertion in his affidavit that the 
PMO ‘is not in a position to provide any clarification/explanation regarding the 
circumstances under which Shri Moraji Desai had made such a statement on the floor 

N 

of the Parliament’. The Commission in its aforesaid letter having, therefore, directed 


Shri Singh to clarify his statement referred to above, he wrote hack to say that the 
materials in file No.2/64/78-PM included letters from non-Governrncnt personalities 
with reference to old newspapers and notes thereon and in their humble understanding 
they did not find any contemporary 'official documentary records’ 

2.5.5 From the stand so taken by the Joint Secretary of PMO it appears that he had 
virtually pleaded his total lack oJLknowledge about the ‘official documentary records’ 
by late Morarji Desai in his statement and Shri Jamail Singh had left it to 
the Commissiomto decide the characteristics of the records and sent the above quoted 
file of the PMO. In fact, in the aboye file^ there are no such ‘official documentary 
records* that might have led Shri Morarji- Dejai to make the Statement on the floor ol 
the Parliament raising question about the findings of the earlier Committee and the 
Commission. 

So far as Ministry of Home Affairs is concerned, Ms. Sangita Gairaia, then 
working asVsJoint Secretary in that Ministry, fled an affidavit on December 20, 2001 


referredSo 
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wherein she stated, inter alia, that no ‘contemporary official records’ could be located m 
their Ministry, and that they had taken up the matter with the Prime Minister's office 
with a request to trace the relevant records at their end. 

2.5.6 The MEA, in reply, wrote a letter on December 18,200] wherein they staled 
that they had checked the records available in their Ministry but could not locate any 

i 

document referred to in Jhe former Prime MinjsJer’s stateme.nl. Phis was followed by an 

I 

affidavit filed by Shri Jayant Prasad, a Joint Secretary of that office wherein a sweeping 
statement was made indicating that no such document was available with them. The 
other department with which the Commission corresponded in this regard was the 
Cabinet Secretariat and an affidavit was filed by a loiot Secretary in the Research and 
Analysis Whig at their Secretariat stating, inter alia, that there were no records 
relating to the statement of the late Prime -Minister made on the floor of the 

Parliament on August 28, 1978. 

N 

2.5.7 It is thus seen flom the stand taken by the Ministries/offices concerned oi the 
Government of India that there are no contemporary - official documentary records with 
them on the basis of which the late Prime Minister Shri Morarji Desai had made the 
above statement. While the Commission finds it extremely difficult to persuade itself to 
believe that a Prime Minister of the country would make an incorrect statement on the 
floor of the Parliament to invite the risk of breach of privilege in the event of non- 
availability of the contemporary official records referred to by him then, their non- 
availability now 7 - as asserled by the senior officers of the Ministries/offices concerned 
of the Government of India - has, undoubtedly, put a spoke in the w'heel of this Inquiry. 
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2.6 Records of the entire proceedings of the Khosla Commission and a large numbe 
of the documents exhibited before it, though called for by this Commission from time t* 
time s^nce August 18, 2000, were not furnished by the Government of India. Howcvei 
this Coitimission received, inter alia, copies of the proceedings of the earlic 
Commission Ln ‘Argument Session’ only and a copy of a list of 202 (two hundred an* 
two) documents exhibited before the Khosla Commission and marked by the sail 
Commission as “Com. Nos.”. Out of those 202 (two hundred and (wo) exhibits 
authenticated copies of 26 (twenty-six) exhibits and plain photocopies of 63 (sixty 
three) exhibits, aggregating 89 (eighty-nine) exhibits only, were furnished bv Liu 
Government of India to this Commission. To retrieve the Khosla Corrunissioi 
documents, which were still then not received, this Commission by the middle o 

I 

February, 2003 sent one of its officers to New Delhi, where the officer so dcpulcc 
examined the files and documents as produced before him by the MHA officials and the 
officials of T’ Section of the Internal Security Division of MHA. While examining the 
documents in C T’ Section, the said officer of the Commission found a list of the exhibit: 
of the Khosla Commission similar to that referred to earlier in a file maintained in that 
Section, but none of the documents as mentioned therein, though asked for by the 
officer^puld be made available to him for scrutiny. 

2.7 The other formidable impediments the Commission encountered may now be* 
stated : in course of the inquiry the Commission went to England to study relevant files 
and records of some libraries and offices, details of which will be furnished at the 
appropriate stage. During inspection of the records, the Commission, however, was not 
given access to two files, as they were marked “closed” Since the Commission felt 





that those files might jcontain relevant papers, it approached the foreign and 
Commonwealth Office of the British Government. Instead ol handing over the lilcs for 
inspection that office handed over a note indicating, inter alia, that a few papers ol the 
files of the Intelligence and Security Agencies were withheld from release with the 
approval of Lord Chancellor in accordance with Section 3(4) of the Public Record Act 
A copy of the said note is annexed herewith { Annex ure-A/4 (collectively)}. 

2.7.1 Finding no other alternative, the Commission met Lord Peter Archer, one ol the 
Members of the House of Lords.*. requesting him to persuade the Lord Chancellor to 
give it (the Commission) access to the documents in question and he promised to do the 
needful in the matter. However, ultimately, Lord Peter Archer failed in his persuasion 
and suggested that there might be greater success if .diplomatic representations were* 
made between the Kvo Governments. The correspondence that passed in this respect 
between the Chairman of the Commission and Lord Peter Archer are annexed 
herewith {Annexure~A/5 (collectively)}. 

2.7.2 Taking a cue theh^ffom, the Chairman personally approached the Minister of 
External Affairs, Government of India requesting him to take up the matter at 
Government level with the Lord Chancellor and he assured necessary action in the 
matter. A formal reply dated November 13, 2002 in this regard was also received from 
the Minister, a copy of which is annexed herewith (Annexure-A/b). Later on, the 
Commission received from a Joint Secretary of the Ministry of External Affairs. 
Government of India, a letter dated July 15 ,2003 wherewith a communication dated May 
22, 2003 of the Foreign and Commonwealth Office of the British Government to the 
office of the High Commission of India was enclosed. In (hat communication the said 
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British office reiterated their earlier stand regarding disclosure of the documents it 
question and expressed their inability to say anything helpful on that issue A copy o 
the said communication is annexed herewith (Annexure-A/7). 

2.7.3 Ln April, 2001 the Commission asked the Ministry of External Affairs to reques 
the Government of United States of America (USA for short) to make available to the 
Commission all declassified documents on Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose / INA in theij 
possession including those of CIA and McArthur papers. Presumably, in response 
thereto the Ministry of External Affairs took up the matter with the Embassy oflndia iij 
USA in May, 2001 and asked the latter to do the needful. However, as no e fleet ive 

>, . . i 

communication on this issue had been received from the Ministry of External A flairs or] 
the Embassy, the Chairman of the Commission met the Minister of External Affairs, 
Goveri^ent oflndia on October 28, 2002 and requested liiin to persuade the Government 
of USA \ besides other Governments) to make available or accessible to the 
Commission all documents containing evidence / materials relating to and or having 
relevance to the inquiry which were in the possession and / or under the control of the 
aforesaid Government or were likely to be available in their archives. Following ih^ 
discussion a letter dated November 1 1, 2002 was sent to the Joini Secretary (CNTV) of| 
Ministry of External Affairs. A copy of the said letter is annexed herewith (Annexure- 
A/8). In the meantime, on November 1, 2002 to be precise, one of the deponents before 
this Commission, viz., Shri Nandalal Chakrbarti,. handed over a letter addressed to tk 
Secretary of the Commission, requesting the Commission i q visit UK, USA ay* 
Germany for reasons canvassed therein. That letter was also forwarded to the Minisir 
of External Affairs for doing the needful. A copy of the letter is annexed herewi! 
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(Anncxure-A/9); In response to those two letters, the Joint Secretary addressee! a letter 
dated April 22, 2003 to the Secretary of the Commission apprising him of the steps 
taken by the Ministry of External Affairs and the Indian Embassy in Washington and 
enclosed therewith a letter received by the Embassy of India from the Directoi of Textual 
Archives Services Division of USA. Copies of the letter dated Apnl 22,2003 and of its 
enclosure are annexed herewith {Annexure-A/1 0 (collectively)}. Since the response oj 
the above Director wasj a positive one, the Commission asked the MEA to take up the 
matter with the American Embassy so that the Commission might get access to the 
relevant records. It ajJ^ears that the MEA took up the martcr with the American 
Embassy in India and the litter wrote a letter dated June 23, 2003 to the Joint Secretary. 
US-Canada Division of the MEA whereby the Embassy joined issue with the response 
of the Director of the Archives mentioned above. A copy of the said letter is annexed 
herewith (Annexure-A/1 1). However, taking a cue from the ultimate paragraph of that 
letter of the Embassy, the Commission requested MEA to engage some suitable willing 
scholars or students of Post Graduate class, preferably of Law', Historical Research, 
Political Science, etc., to do the job of archival research at various American repositories 
of relevant historical documents on Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose vide its letter dated June 
28. 2004. A copy of that letter is annexed herewith (Annexure-A/1 2). Reminders were . 
also issued through the Commission’s letters dated July 6, 2004 and September 2, 2004 
but no action was taken in this regard. Copies of the -said letters' are annexed herewith 
{ Annerures-A/13 (objectively)} 


22 


<4 


(ii) re : DNA Jest of the ashes 


2.8 In connection with the inquiry the Commission went to Tokyo to examine Dr, 
Taneyoshi Yoshimi, the only surviving witness to Netaji’s alleged death in a military 
hospital in Taihoku and to visit the Renkoji Temple where the alleged ashes of Netaji 
have been kept. In the aforesaid temple an urn inside a glass chamber was noticed which 
allegedly containes the hashes. When the Reverend Chief Minister of the temple (Chief 


Priest) was asked to open the um to ascertain whether there were any bones in the ashes 
which could, if possible, be subjected to DNA test, he stated that without a competent 
mechanic it was not possible to open the glass chamber and for that matter the um and 
that the date of visit (September 1 6, .2002) being a holiday, it was not possible to 
requisition the services of any mechanic to open the glass chamber and inspect the 
contents of the um. He, however, assured that if a prior notice was given he would make 
necessary arrangement to have the glass chamber and the um opened. Since the itinerary 
of the Commission did not permit to extend its stay in Tokyo for a day more, a formal 
request was made to the Indian Ambassador in Japan to depute a competent 
representative of his Embassy to inspect the ashe^and to report whether there were any 
bones in the ashes. 

2.8.1 In deference to the request the Ambassador deputed two senior officers of the 
Embassy, namely Shri C.Rajasekhar, First Secretary and Mr. T. Armstrong Changsan 
Second Secretary to ^ the needful. Those two officers went to the temple on October 
24, 2002 and opened the casket in presence of the Chief Priest and his wife, examined 
the contents and took photographs. Thereafter, they sent a joint report to the Chairman of 
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the Commission along with the photographs. Copies of the report and the photographs 
axe annexed herewith {marked Aonexure-B, B/l (collectively)}. 

2.8.2 On receipt of the report and the photographs the Commission wrote to the 
Director, Centre for Ceijular and Molecular Biology as also to the Director, Centre for 
DNA Fingerprinting and Diagnostics at Hyderabad on December 5,2002, enclosing 
copies of the aforesaid report and photographs and requesting them to let the 
Commission know whether DNA test could be conducted on the bones found in the 
ashes. In reply, the Director, CCMB in his letter dated December 10,2002 informed that 
if the bones were collected from burnt ashes it would not be possible to isolate DNA 
from the bones for DNA test, as DNA would have been completely destroyed but if those 
were remains of bones l^not burnt bones), then presence of the DNA was likely to be 
there though in a degraded^ form, but still usable for establishing identity. The Director, 
CCMB further informed that special laboratory facility needed for conducting the 
proposed DNA test not being available in India, the said test could not be carried out in 
this country. Copies of the correspondence referred to above arc annexed herewith and 
marked Annexure B/2 (collectively). 

2.8.3 In that perspective the Indian Embassy in Japan was requested in the 
Commission’s letterSdated December 17,2002 and December 26,2002 ( copies annexed 

I 

and marked Annexure B/3 oollectively) to get the bones lying at the Renkoji Icniple 
examined afresh, preferably by or in collaboration with an expert and inform the . 
Commission whether the bones seen and photographed were remains of burnt bones or 
pieces of unbumt bones. In reply, the Embassy in a Fax message dated December 27, 


2002 (copy annexed and marked Annexure g/4) assured that they would solicit the 
services of an expert and furnish his opinion to the Commission with promptitude. 

2.8.4 While the matter had been pending with the Embassy the Commission went on 
with its hunt for an expert who might be able to conduct a successful DNA test on the 
mortal remains in question. The reply dated December 10,2002 received from the 
Director. CCMB. Hyderabad having revealed the existence of a laboratory in Germany 
where the proposed DNA test could be conducted, the Commission wrote to the contact 
person, namely Prof. Dr. Svante Paabo, Director, Department of Genetics, Max Planck 
Institute for Evolutionary Anthropology, Lieipzig, Germany to know about the 
feasibility of a DNA test of the ashes kept in the Renkoji Temple. In reply, Dr. Paabo 
expressed his inability to perform the work and advised the Commission to contact Prof. 
Mark Stoneking ( contact person : Terry Melton) or Prof. Sir Alec Jeffreys of the 
Department of Genetics at the University of Leicester (U.K.)- Pursuant to the information 
so received the Communion corresponded with both the experts as named by Dr. Paabo 
and received replies from Jhem. ,ln his reply Prof- Alec Jeffreys expressed doubt about 
the success of a DNA test on bone samples which had been subjected to high 
temperatures and regretted his inability to do the job in his laboratory. He advised the 
Commission to contact one of the national forensic service laboratories, for example, 
U.K. Forensic Service in Birmingham, as those laboratories, in his opinion, were fully 
tooled up to perform the complex analysis required in the case and further suggested that 
the Commission had an worth exploring option Lr» Undia - one obvious contact would be 



the Director, CCMB, Hyderabad. The reply received from Terry Melton was on the same 


line with that from Prof. Alec Jeffreys inasmuch as the former also doubted the success o 1 
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the DNA testing of the ashes is question. According to Terry Melton, cremated remains 
are very unlikely to give a DNA profile. He, however, agreed to hold a standard torensic 
mitochondrial DNA test on the ashes including making an attempt to recover degraded 
DNA, if' necessary, provided that recognizable teeth or other anatomically identifiable 
parts were available thefr^in. He recommended a thorough anthropoligical evaluation of 
the remains including photography, apprised the Commission of his requirements for 
performing the DNA analysis and stipulated certain preconditions which included the 
anthropologist’s report being made available to him prior to his proceeding to do the 
job. Obviously, the test as suggested by Terry Melton highlighted the need of a thorough 
physical inspection by an expert of the contents of the casket kept in the Renkoji temple 
before undertaking the job by him. Copies of the correspondence with the foreign 
experts as referred to in this paragraph are annexed herewith and marked Anncxure B/5 
(collectively ). 

2.8.5 In view of Prof. Sir Alec Jeffreys’ reply referred to earlier the Commission wrote 
to Ministry of External Affairs, Government of India on January 27,2003 (copy annexed 
and marked Annexure B/6), requesting them to collect and furnish to the Commission 
the particulars of the national forensic service laboratories in U.K.. but no, reply was 
received by the Commission in this regard. 

2.8.6 The expert opinion, prompt transmission of which had been assured by the Indian 


\ 

Embassy in Japan earlier! not having been furnished despite reminders issued by the 


Commission from time to time, the Commission in its letter dated March ] 3, 2003 sought 
intervention from MEA in the matter. A copy of the Fax message dated December 
27,2002 received from the Indian Embassy in Tokyo accompanied that letter (copies 




annexed and marked Ann exure B/7 collectively). On March 26,2003 MBA replied (copy 
annexed and marked Annexure B/8) that they had referred the matter for advice to MHA 
— the nodal Ministry — and would revert to the Commission soon after receivmg 
decision/advice from MHA. On receipt of that intimation from MEA the Commission 
addressed its letter dated April 10, 2003 to MHA with copy forwarded to MEA, enclosing 
copies of all previous correspondence relevant to the issue including a copy of the reply 
received from Terry Melton, apprising the nodal Ministry of the problem associated 
with DNA test of the ash^and requesting the Ministry to take an early action for 
getting the anthropological evaluation and other necessary scientific test of the ashes 
lying at the Renkoji Temple done for the purpose of determining the feasibility of DNA 
test on the said ashes. In reply, MHA in their letter dated August 13, 2003 informed. 

i 

inter alia, that it was for the Commission to take! a decision regarding holding of 
anthropological evaluation for determining the feasibility of DNA test and selection of 
experts for that purpose, that once such decision was taken by the Commission, it rrnght 
inform MEA which had a mind to facilitate the visit of experts to Japan in so far as 
liaison with the local government, Renkoji Temple authorities, etc. was concerned and 
that if the Commission was in need of any logistic support from MHA, specific proposals 
therefor might be sent to them. Copies of the letter dated April 10,^2003, (bereft of the 
relevant enclosures of the letter as already annexed to this report) and the reply received 
from MHA are annexed herewith and marked Annexures B/9 & B/JO respectively. 

2.8.7 The decision regarding DNA test of the ashes kept in the Renkoji Temple was 
taken by the Commission ^oon after its receiving the report of inspection of the contents 
of the um along with the photographs thereof from the Indian Embassy in Japan. The 
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Renkoji Temple authorities also, it appealed from MEA’s letter dated May 31, 2004. had 
given their assent to a DNA test being conducted on toe ashes kept in their custody 
subject to fulfilment of certain conditions. The Commission accepted those conditions 
in toto and wrote to MEA on June 17, 2004, informing them of its decision regarding 
holding of DNA test of the ashes as also the factum of its acceptance of the conditions as 
stipulated by the Renkoji Temple authorities for such test and requesting the Ministry to 
take , further necessary action in the marter. Copies of the MEA's letter dated May 31, 
2004 and the Commission’s letter dated June 17, 2004 are annexed herewith (Annexures- 
B/ll and B/I2). 

2.8.8 In the meantime - towards the end of April, 2004 - the Commission received 
from the Director, Central Forensic Science Laboratory, Kolkata a letter dated April 28, 
2004 in which the names and other particulars of three Japanese DNA scientists had 
been furnished in orderSq enable the Commission to get a successful DNA test done on 

I 

the ashes kept in the Renkoji Temple with the help of any one or more of those 
scientists who might be considered suitable for the job. On receipt of that letter the 
Commission wrote to the Director, CCMB, Hyderabad on May 6, 2004 } furnishing the 
particulars of those scientists and enquiring about their competence and suitability for 
the proposed DNA test. In reply, the Director, CCMB, Hyderabad in his letter dated 
May 17, 2004 addressed to the Commission strongly recommended the name of Prof. 
Saitou Naruya.for carrying out the test. Accordingly, the Commission wrote to Prof. 
■Naruya on May 26, 2004, requesting him to let the Commission know whether the DNA 
test on the ashes uFquestion was feasible and, if feasible, to conduct such test. On June' 
11, 2004 Prof Naruya sent his reply in which he negatived the possibility of a 
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successful DNA test on the ashes in question. According to him, the DNA examination 

19 

•a 

from such ‘ash’ is Wially impossible because of critical damage to DNA and other 

biomolecules when a ^ dead* human body is | burnt down into ashes and the only 

V 

possibility may be to compare morphological similarity between some remnant teeth 

and/or skull in ash with some other reference material. On June 21, 2004 the 

pi 

Commission again wrote to Prof. Naruya, transmitting to him six photographs of the 

ashes kept in the Renkoji Temple and requesting him to examine the photographs and 

give his valued opinion on the feasibility or otherwise of DNA test of the ashes as 

If 

shown in those photographs. On July 16, 2004 Prof. Naruya wrote back to the 


Commission to say that he had examined the photographs sent to him and that in his 

8| ‘ 

opinion, it was unlikely to extract DNA fragments by using PCR (polymerase chain 

reaction) from the bones as shown in the pictures for individual identification. In that 

Sfrfl 

letter he, however, stated that his aforesaid assessment might not be valid, as he was 

not specialized in forensic science. He, therefore, evinced his intention to get the 

•r;:k 

aforesaid photos examined by a specialist on forensic science and to obtain 

&:.*( l 
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• .- ill 

professional opinion^from such an expert and sought permission therefor from the 

Commission. The Corrlmission accorded perrpission as asked for by Prof. Naruya for 

i 

* , '• v*f? 
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obtaining a second opinion. On July 20, 2J2 04 Pi^of. Naruya informed the Commission 

that he had contacted Dr. Yamamoto, a forensic DNA expert of Nagoya University, 

1 

* 

M. 

•r 13 

who had agreed to examine the photos of bones and on July 23, 2004 he further 

informed the Commission that after examination of the photos Dr Yamamoto also had 

reached the same conclusion as he had reached earlier and that all bones and teeth a- 

shown in the photographs having received high heat, there was almost no possibility to 
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obtain DNA from the bone materials. Copies of the correspondence referred to above 
are annexed herewith and marked Annexure B/ 13 (collectively). 

V 

2.8.9 The Ancient Df^A Facility having reportedly become fully functional at CCMB, 

1 

Hyderabad, brightening the prospect of the proposed DNA test of the ashes, the 
Commission approached the Director, CCMB again with the photographs ot the contents 
of the urn received from the Indian Embassy in Japan earlier for his re-examination and 
opinion. The Director, C^MB after looking into those photographs opined in his letter 
dated November 3 : 2004 addressed to the Commission that the photographs showed 
existence of completelyjmrnt bones leaving very little hope for the survival of DNA as 
well as relatively less charred bones wherefrom it might be possible to isolate DNA for 
the purpose of establishing the identity of the deceased. He. therefore, advised that a 
scientist, specially a molecular bi ologist, might be requested to sort out the potentially 
less charred pieces of bones for being brought to India in a sealed plastic bag at room 
temperature. Obviously, the proposed DNA test of the ashes, if feasible, depended 
primarily on the access being given by the Renkoji Temple authorities to a scientist for 
the purpose of collection of the potentially less charred pieces of bones from the contents 
of the urn kept in the^mple. Thus, the question of physical inspection of the ashes by an 

r 

expert once again came to the surface. Therefore, in view of CCMB’s advice referred to 
above the Commission wrote to MEA on November 9, 2004, enclosing a c6py of the 
CCMB’s letter dated November 3, 2004 and requesting the Ministry to let the 
Commission know whether the Renkoji Temple authorities would accede to a request of 
allowing an expert to be dlputecj by the Commission to sort out potentially less charred 


bone pieces from the ashes kept in the um for the purpose of ascertaining whether DNA 


69 
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could be extracted therefrom. Copies of the CCMB’s letter dated November 3, 2004 and 
the Commission’s letter dated November 9, 2004 referred to above are annexed 
herewith {(marked Annexure B/1 4 (collectively)}. 

2.8.10 Almost six months later - on May 2, 2005 to be precise - the Commission 
received from MEA their letter dated April 25, 2005 together with the enclosures thereof, 
wherefrom it appeared, inter alia, that the Indian Mission in Japan having made, in 
deference to the Commission’s request, a formal proposal to the Head Priest ol the 
Renkoji Temple to allow a competent person to be deputed by the Commission to select 
potentially less charred bone pieces from the mortal remains lying with the Temple, the 
Head Priest had sentV^reply thereto, agreeing to the DNA testing of the remains. The 
enclosures of that letter! which comprise a copy of the Head Priest’s reply in Japanese 
language and an unofficial English translation thereof, did not, however, answer, much 
less approve, the formal proposal reported to have been forwarded to him at the instance 
of the Commission. Selection of potentially less charred bone pieces from the ashes 
kept in the Temple without the consent and active co-operation of the Temple authorities 
being utterly impossible, the Commission, in the interest of DNA testing of the ashes, 
wrote to MEA again on May 20, 2005, requesting the said Ministry to persuade the 
Temple authorities to accord their consent to selection of potentially less charred bone 
pieces from the casket in terms of the Commission’s letter dated November 9, 2004 
referred to above so as to facilitate the DNA testing without further loss of time. 
Unfortunately, the Commission’s letter dated May 20, 2005 evoked no response. In such 
a helpless situation the Commission issued a reminder also on July 4, 2005 to M!EA wit! 

I 

a copy forwarded to MHA for taking necessary action in the matter. No reply from eitfr 
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Ministry having been receivecTby the Commission till the time of writing this report, it 
could not proceed further with the matter. Copy of MEA’s letter dated April 25, 2005 
together with the enclosures thereof and copies of the Commission's letter dated May 20, 
2005 and its reminder dated July 4, 2005 are annexed herewith {(marked Annexure B/l 5 
(collectively ).} 

2.8.1 1 From the foregoing it wilj be evident that so far as the DNA testing of the ashes 
is concerned, the reports received by the Commission from different experts at home and 
abroad practically projected a bleak prospect. In spite thereof, the Commission, 
considering the faint possibility of the DNA testing as indicated by CCMB, made 
persistent efforts to persuade the Temple authorities through MEA to allow physical 
inspection and collection of potentially less charred bone pieces from the casket lying in 
their custody. While on this point it may be mentioned, even at the risk of repetition, that 
if the recommendations of Terry Melton referred to earlier were to be acted upon; such 
inspection was an absolute necessity. But on account of the Temple authorities 1 reticence 
as mentioned earlier the Commission could not_prO£eed further in the matter. 
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(c) Evidence gleaned / adduced - both oral and documentary' 


2.9 Owing to long passage of time a considerable number of witnesses whose 
evidence might havcbcen helpful to this inquiry were found to be either dead or 


untraceable or too old and infirm to depose and quite a number of documents which 


might have been relevant to the inquiry could not be traced. Nevertheless, the 
Commission has been able to examine 131 witnesses in and outside India. A list of the 
witnesses examined including the date and venue of their examination is attached to this 
report. Be it mentioned here that no witness was produced by the Central Government at 
its own initiative. So far as documents are concerned, the Commission, relying upon the 
statements filed before it by the deponents and information received from various 
sources both within and without India, called for and / or looked into files / documents 
of different agencies and authorities including tije Central Government, some of the State 
Governments and National Archives. Through thv process the Commission, on perusal 
of 730 files / documents, formally exhibited only those documents which were found to 
be relevant for the purpose of the inquiry. Quite a number of files/documents have also 
been exhibited by some witnesses in course of their examination before this 
Commission, The tinal number of files / documents that have been thus marked 
exhibits, either Individually oj collectively, in the inquiry comes to 308. 

2.9.1 It is pertinent to point out here that while producing the files / documents in 
compliance with the direction of the Commission the Government of India filed two 
applications supported by affidavits of its officers claiming privilege under sections 
123 and 124 of the Evidence Act and Article 74 (2) of the Constitution of India in 


respect of documents contained in three files. Some of the deponents raised vehement 
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objection to such claim on various grounds. After hearing the deponents concerned 
and/or their learned Counsel and the learned Counsel for the Government of India, the 
Commission directed the officers concerned who had filed the applications claiming 
privilege to specifically indicate the documents in respect of which the privilege was 
being claimed as the files in question contained not only official notes and 
correspondence of the Ministers and senior officers of the Government but also records 
of Parliamentary proceedings, newspaper cuttings and open letters sent by eminent 
citizens to the Minislry of Home Affairs and similar other documents which, by no 
stretch of imaginatiorpNjould be treated as secret documents so as to entitle the 

i 

Government of India to claim privilege in respect thereof Pursuant to the said 
direction, supplementary affidavit was filed on behalf of the Government of India 
specifying the documents in respect of which privilege was being claimed, After 
perusing the documents the Commission felt that it would be appropriate to pass 
necessary orders on the issue after its visit to London to study declassified records there 
pertaining to Netaji and relevant to this inquiry. 

2.9.2 After return from England it was felt by the Commission that all relevant 
documents and files relating to the terms of reference as made available to it from time 
to time by different agencies including the Government of India were also required to 
be studied before deciding the claim of privilege. After the study was complete the 
Commission passed an order on December 9, 2004 observing that the documents m 
question were neither necessary nor relevant for answering the terms of reference of the 
inquiry and, resultantly, the question whether the claim of privilege, in respect thereof 
was justified or not ne^not be answered. The applications seeking claim of privilege 
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were thus disposed of. Copies of all the orders passed in connection with the claim of 
privilege are annexed herewith (Annexure-C collectively). 

2.9.3 The Commission also visited various establishments of Government of Taiwan 
and the local government of Taipei city to look for a|id into documents which might be 
relevant to answer the terms of reference . The Chairman of the Commission, on return 
from Taipei, prepared a memorandum detailing therein the documents received by him 
there and some more documents required by the Commission but not readily available, 
for the transmission of which request was made by . the Chairman to the official 
concerned on the eve of his departure. A copy of the memorandum is annexed herewith 
(Annexure-C/ 1). While returning from Taipei the Commission also visited Bangkok and 
examined a witness there. The evidence of the witness will be discussed at the 
appropriate stage. a 

2.9.4 Lastly, the Commission visited Russian Federation to examine some witnesses 
and inspect records in various archives of Russian Federation. On return, the Chairman 
prepared a memorandum, incorporating therein the names of the witnesses examined 
and the outcome of the visit to different archives. A copy of the memorandum is 
annexed herewith and marked Annexure-C/2. 

2.9.5 Besides the documents referred to above, the Commission received 18 reader- 

l 

printer copies of micro film rolls from the Public Reheard Office London and one from 
the University of Southampton, England. Another four bundles of documents in Russian 
language were received from the Asiatic Society, Kolkata.. The Commission 
requisitioned the services of two competent persons conversant with Russian language to 
study and translate them in English. On perusal of the translated version of the above 
two categories of documents it was found to be not relevant. 


I 
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47 in English, one in Rjxsslan and 57 including 14 journals in vernacular - from different 
deponents and other sources. 

2.9.7 The other materials which have been produced before the Commission or 
received from some deponents and other sources are different photographs, tape 
records and compact discs. Out of them those found relevant have been marked materia! 
exhibits in the course of the inquiry. 
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(d) Arguments 


2.10 Before hearing the arguments on the terms of reference, the learned Counsel 



n... • the learned Counsel 


appearing for some of the parties, and Shri Tarakeswar Pal, the learned Counsel 
appearing for the Government of India have submitted, in one voice, that the above Act 
has no manner of application to the proceedings of an inquiry of a Commission 
appointed under the Act (as the present one) and in support of their contention relied 


upon some decisions of the Supreme Court of India and also of some High Courts of 


India. Besides the decisions cited by the learned Counsel, there are quite a number of 
other decisions of the High Courts and the Supreme Court - which the Commission 
could lay hands on - wherein it has been laid down, in no uncertain terms, that the 
Evidence Act does not apply to such an inquiry.To eschew' prolixity it will be 
appropriate to detail the reasons that have weighed with the High Courts and the 
Supreme Court in arriving at their such conclusion instead of citing the decisions and 
referring to their contents in extenso. The reasons are: 



appointed undeMhe Act does not decide any dispute: 



ii) There are no parties before 


Commission is not a ^ourt’ within the meaning of section 3 of the Indian 


Evidence Act; 


\ 
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le^\l character and it has poiter to administer an oath will not impart 
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iii) The Commission is a fact finding body meant only to instruct the mind of 
the Government without producing any document of a judicial nature 
much less an enforceable one; 

iv) It is not asked to give a decision as to the respective rights and liabilities 
of any person or to punish any wrong; 

v) There is no issue between the parties for the Commission to decide and 
no defendant or any accused person to be tried; and 

vi) The mere fact that the procedure adopted by the Commission is of a 

to 

it the‘ status of a 'Court * . 

2.10.1 Though in view' of the principles so laid down the technical rules o i the 
Evidence Act will not govern the admissibility of evidence before it. it cannot be 
gainsaid that to obviate injustice and to demonstrate fair play the Commission has to, 
in holding its inquiry, conform to the cardinal rules relating to rccepiion of evidence 
To strike a balance between these two apparently conflicting considerations it will be 
meet and proper to treat any material brought before it as evidence which is legally 
probative for a prudent mind but not admissible in accordance with the strict and 
sophisticated rules of the Evidence Act which govern, inter alia, reception of evidence 
in criminal and civil cases except that it (the Commission) will not be justified m 
relying upon those parts of the testimonies of the wit nesses and of the documents 
which are based solely on hearsay, result of investigation or expressions of opinion 
(except those of experts) and belief. 


\ 


\ 
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2. J 0.2 Keeping in view the above yardstick relating to reception of evidence in this 
inquiry, the deponents and/or their Counsel were asked to make their submissions 
on the issues (the terms of reference) before the Commission. In response thereto 
Ms. Chandreyee AJam, Shri Keshab Bhattacharjee, Shri Rudrajyoti Bhattacharjee, 
Shri Supriyo Bose, the learned Counsel appearing for some of the deponents, 
Shri Tarakeswar Pal, - the learned Counsel appearing for Government of India and 
deponents Dr. Madhusudan Pal, Professor Nandalal Chakrabarti, Dr. Susanta Mitra, 
Shri Kanailal Basil, Dr. Bijoy Ketan Mukherjee, Shri Sukhendu Kumar Baur, 

Shri Subhas Ranjan Dasgupta and Shri Satyabrata Tapadar made their respective 
submissions in detail. Some of them have filed written arguments also to supplement 
their oral submissions, * 

iV 

Consequent upon the conclusion of the arguments the findings on the terms of 

\ 

reference are to be recorded and it will be apposite to record the same at appropriate 


stages 




Chapter Three 


Whether Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose is dead or alive 


3. 1 Five versions relating to Netaji’s death including the dates and places thereof have 

been received by this Commission but to answer the above question those details need 

not be stated here, as they will have to be discussed at length in the following chapter 

For the present purpose reference only to the dates and places; of death would suffice. 
V 

Chronologically arranged, these particulars are as follows;- 


i) He was murdered at the Red Fort in New Delhi on August 1 5, 1 945, 


ii) He died in an air crash at Taihoku (now Taipei) in Taiwan (formerly 
Formosa) on August 18, 1945; 

iii) He died at Dehradun, Uttar Pradesh (now Uttaranchal) in 1977; 


° iv) He died at Sheopurkalah in the State of Madhya Pradesh on May 2 1, 1 977; 
and 

\ 

•-9 v) He died at Ram Bhavvan in Fatzabad, Uttar Pradesh, pn September 16. 
1985. 

3.1.1 Needless to say, if it is conclusively proved that he died on any of the dates and 

k 

places mentioned ajx>ve, the versions relating to his death on subsequent dates need not 
be dealt with as that would be redundant. If, however, it is found that none of the above 
versions relating to his death has been established, the question whether he is still alive 


or not has to be answered. 


3.2 Considering the facts that the average life span of an Indian is 70 — 75 years and 
that Netaji was bom on January 23, 1897 (which ’is not disputed) more than i OS years 


ago, it can safely and surely be presumed that he is no While on this point it need 

be mentioned that some of the deponents and some learned Counsel appearing before 
this Commission have stated, in no uncertain terms, that as there is no truth in any of the 
versions relating to Netaji 5 s death it must be presumed that he is still alive for, according 
to them, a person can live bey&jjd the age of 100 years. In support of this submission they 
have drawn the attention of the Corpmission to a photograph annexed to a statement 
supported by an affidavit filed by Shri Jyotish Chandra Rose and others wherefrom it 
appears that a Sadhu aged 124 years was found to be living in the year 2000. 


3.2.1 It is, of course, true that it is ‘possible* for a person to live beyond the average 
life span of an Indian and in a rare case even more than 100 years, but any person or 
authority entrusted with the duty of investigating into a question of fact has to find an 
answer thereto depending on whether it is ‘probable’ - and not ‘possible’. The 
distinction between the above two expressions is that while the former means what is 
likely to happen in the common course of events, the, latter means what is unlikely to 
happen in the common course of events but may happen ifr^xceptionaJ cases. Judged in 
the light of the above principle, if it is found that none of the versions regarding Netaji’s 
death is substantiated the only legitimate inference that can be drawn at this distant 
point of time is that Netaji is no more. Thus said, the truth or otherwise of the different 
versions relating ro Netaji’s dek^ may now be delved into. 
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Chapter Four 



Different versions of Netaji’s death 


(i) Death in the Red Fort 


4.] One Shri Usha Ranjan Bhattacharjee, a resident of Calcutta, filed a statement, 
supported by an affidavit, before this Commission contending that Netaji was deliberately 
murdered in the Red Fort on August 15, 1945 at zero hour after he had been arrested at 
the Indian National Army's Training Centre in Seramban and brought to Delhi on the 
previous night via Singapore. According to him, he was confined in a secluded cell in the 
Red Fort wherefrorh he was brought out and fatally shot at. He further stated that the 
body of Netaji was burnt and his ashes were buried in the Red Fort immediately after hjs 
murder. In view of his such assertion he was examined on oath (CW 86) and in course 
of his examination he reiterated his above version regarding Netaji’s death and burial 
When asked by the Commission as to whether he had any document in support of his 
such , contention, his answer was in the negative, His attention was drawn to a book 
written by him titlcji ‘Netajike Lai Kellai Hotya’ (Netaji was murdered in Red Fort) 

i 

wherein he has detailed the manner in which Netaji was murdered in the Lai Kella (Red 

Fort); and w'hen he was asked as to the sourbe of his knowledge of the murder he staien. 

\ 

“the story was given out of presumption and assumption A In view of his such admission 
and absence of any other evidence in this regard his above contention, being a figmcnt_of 
imagination, has got to be rejected outright. 
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(ii) Death in the Plane Crash 


4.2 r Phe question as to whether Netaji met with his death Ln a plane crash has had been 
engaging the attention of the people of India in general, and Governments of different 
countries including of India, in particular, since the news of his alleged death was aired 
from Japan on August 23, 1 945. Following the news, initially a number of inquiries were 
held at the instance of the British, Chinese and Japanese Governments to ascertain the 
truth. Later on the Government of India had, as earlier noticed, appointed a three- 
member Committee in 1956 and a one-member Commission in 1970. Both the 
Committee (by its majority view) and the Commission answered the above question in 
the affirmative. Notwithstanding its acceptance of those reports the Government of India 
has constituted this one-member Commission again for reasons earlier mentioned to 
answer the same question and other related questions. Since the function of this 
Commission is not that of^ appellate body sitting in judgment over the findings of the 
Committee and the earlier Commission, it (this Commission) has to answer the above 
question afresh without being in any way influenced by the reasons that weighed with 
them in arriving at their respective conclusions. However, this Commission will have to 
fall back upon the evidence recorded by the Committee and the earlier Commission 
having regard to the fact that owing to long lapse of time none of the witnesses (except 
one) who testified before them in support of death of Netaji in the plane crash is 
available now. In discussing their evidence the ConWjission will refer to them by their 


N 


K 

respective witness numbers with the abbreviated pretno .3 (for Shah Nawaz kNan 


Committee) and K (for Khosla Commission) to distinguish them from the witnesses 
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examined by this Commission who have been and are to be identified as C.W.s. 
Besides, this Commission, being a fact finding one, will also look into the materials 
which were collected by the authorities / persons who had held inquiries pursuant to the 
orders of the foreign Governments. These prefatory observations and remarks now sci 
the stage for recounting the story of the plane crash, Shorn of details it runs thus 



4.3 In the aftemlon of August 15, 1945 while Netaji was in Singapore, the 


Government of Japan officially announced the news of their surrender to ihc Allied 
Powers. On hearing the news Netaji discussed the matter with his colleagues and 


Ministers of the Provisional Government of Free India (of which Netaji was the Head) as 


to the course of action to be followed cpnsequent upon the Japanese surrender. 1'hough 
Netaji was willing tv>. surrender to the Allied Powers, his colleagues persuaded him to go 
out of Singapore to some Russian territory for they felt that no useful purpose would be 


served by his surrender and being taken as a prisoner. Afrer the decision was taken 


Netaji along with his colleagues including Col Habibur Rahman, Col Prharn Singh arid 
others left for Bangkok on the foIIowing_day, i.e. August 16, 1945. From there 'Netaji 
along with his colleagues and some officers of the Japanese Army left for Saigon in the 
morning of August 17, 1945 in two bomber planes. At Saigon difficulty was experienced 
m continuing with the two bomber planes in which the journey to Saigon had been 
performed as the two bombers had to return* However, Netaji was told that a bomber 
plane in which some^ilitary personnel were to tra v el to Manchuria would leave Saigon 
•in the afternoon. That plane had come from Manila and was fully loaded with passengers 
and baggage. Netaji was informed that it would be impossible to accommodate ins 
entire part) and he could at best be provided wjth one seat in the plane Netaji was 


\ 



unwilling to leave without hi5 colleagues and he sent an appeal to Field 
Marshall Tcrauchi . who was in overall command of military operations in South East 
Asia s to make necessary arrangements to accommodate his colleagues- His appeal, 


however, was turned down except that a second seat was offered to him. Netaji hurriedly 

\ 


consulted his colleagues and they prevailed upon his accepting the offer. Left with no 
other alternative, he chose Habibux Rahman to be his co-passenger. Then the plane 
carrying Netaji, Habibur Rahman and some Japanese officers including Gen. Shidei left 
Saigon for Tokyo via Manchuria at 5 p.m. and arrived at Tourane at 7.45 p m. As it was 
not considered safe to travel beyond Tourane the same day the party spent their night 
there. The next morning (on August 18) the plane left Tourane at 7.00 a.m. and flew to 



Taihoku (in Formosa) and after a brief halt there for refuelling the plane took off from 


Taiboku at 2.30 p.m. Immediately thereafter the plane crashed on the airfie]d and burst 
into flames. The pilot and Gen. Shidei, who were inside the plane, met with an 
instantaneous death. The remaining crew and passengers including Netaji and Habibur 
Rahman were able to come out of the wreckage alive but several of them sustained burn 
injuries Of them Netaji and the co-pilot suffered serious burn injuries. The injured were 
taken to the Military Hospital a few kilometers away where Netaji and the co-pilot 
succumbed to their injuries the same night. The injurie^ of Habibur Rahman were, 
however, not serious Netaji was cremated a day or two'lkter in the crematorium of 


Taipei and the ashes were collected. Later on the ashes were sent in a box to Tokyo and 
ultimately enshrined in the local Renkoji Temple and the same still remain there. 


.1 
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4.4 Before detailing and discussing the evidence adduced in support of Netajr’s 
death in the plane crash, it may be mentioned here that the story of Netaji’s leaving 
Singapore on August 15,1945 and reaching Saigon on August 17, 1945 via Bangkok has 
not been assailed before this Commission and, as it appears from the records, was not 
assailed also before the Committee and the earlier Commission obviously because there 
is overwhelming evidence in support thereof For the selfsame reason the departure of 
Netaji from Saigon on August 17,1945 along with Habibur Rahman and some Japanese 
officers for going to Russia via Manchuria is. also not in controversy. Such being' the 
state of evidence obtaining on record, it will be appropriate now to discuss and detail the 
evidence regarding the death of Netaji in the plane crash. 

4.5 To prove Netaji’s death in the plane crash seven witnesses have testified before 

this Commission . They are : Shri Sumac Chattopadhyay, Executive Director of the 

Bengali daily 'Ananda Bazar Patrika’ (CW 6), Dr. (Col) Lakshnu Sahgal, erstwhile 

\ | 

member of the Indian) National Army (INA) and the Commanding Officer of the Rani 
Jhansi Bahini (CW 22) , Capt. Barindra Karmakar, also a former member of INA (CW 
46). Shri Pranab Mfrj;herjee, a former Minister of the External Affairs and presently the 

r ■ 

Defence Minister of the Government of India (CW 48), Shri K. Natwar Singh who was 
a Minister of State of External Affairs from 1986 - 1989 and is now the Minister of 
External Affairs, Government of India (CW 66), Dr. Taneyoshi Yosbimi, a former 
doctor in the Army Hospital in Taipei (CW 84) and Sk. Husamuddin B.fCapasi. a resident 
. q T Bangko k) whose father was actively connected with INA and was a Minister in the 
Interim Cabinet of Netaji (CW 127). 
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4.5.1 CW 6 was examined as he had written an article in the Ananda Bazar Patrik-a 

dated March 30, 1994 wherein he had asserted that the <jieath of Netaji was beyond 

. \ 

doubt. In that context he was askeo^o disclose the materials which prompted him to draw 
the above conclusion . In reply he stated that the above assertion was the outcome of the 
research he had undertaken regarding Netaji’s death in the plane crash. On being 
asked to produce the documents in proof of the above fact he admitted that he had no 
documents in support thereof. He, however, stated that in connection with his research 
he had also interacted with a number of persons competent to testify' to Netaji s death in 
the plane crash - both in India and outside. 

4 5,2 CW 22 stated that her assertion before the Press that Netaji died on August 18, 

\ 

1945 at Taipei and his ashes were kept in the Renkoji Temple* in Japan was based on 
her belief. When her attention was drawn to the following press statement attributed to 
her “I know much more than many Commissions or detective reports what bnd actually 

* 

happened at Taipcf on August 18, 1945” $ije gave the following answer: 

"1 did not make any such statement. .As I have already said, I was not 
present at Taipei at the time of the occurrence* and as such there cannot be 
any question of my making any such claim. I couldynot be his constant 
companion. He was the Supireme Commander, while I was a Captain.'’ 

4.5.3 CW 46 filed a statement supported by an affidavit wherein he averred that 
NJelaji died in a plane crash . He was, therefore, asked the basis of his such averment 
in reply he stated that relying on the talk he had with Shri Habibur Rahman, whom he 
met in the last week of August, 1945 he made that statement. He further stated that he 
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had found some burnt spots at the back of his both hands and a white patch behind one 
of the ears of Habibur Rahman. 

4.5.4 CW 48 testified that in 1995 in his capacity as the Minister of Eternal Affairs 

of the Government of India he dealt with the issue of bringing the alleged' ashes of 

I 

Netaji kept in the Renkoji Temple in Jaftapi as at that time the stand of the Government 
of India was that the ashes were of Netaji. When asked what was the basis of such 
conviction ofS^e Government of India, he stated that the basis was the earlier (wo 
reports of Shah Naw&z Committee and Khosla Commission. He reiterated his above 
statement by admitting that except the two earlier reports of inquiry he had no document 
in his possesion to prove that the ashes were of Netaji. 

4.5.5 CW 66 ^vas examined as a review by him of a book titled ‘ The Sign of the 
Tiger : Subhas Chandra Bose and His Indian Legion in Germany, 1 94 1 *- 45’ authored by 
Rudolf Hartog (Exhibit 89) was published in the Indian magazine ‘Frontline’ In that 
review he mentioned that Subhas Chandra died on August 18, 1945 m a plane eras' 
Taiwan. He was, therefore, asked whether the above statement regarding Netaji s dear- 
was based on any document / record or on his belief/ opinion. To that ins answer was : 
‘The above conclusion is based on certain books I read about Netaji and 
the findings of the earlier Commillee of Inquiry and the Commission 
constituted to inquire about the dedth of Netaji and on no other document 

N 

or material.’ 

4.5.6 CW 84 it^his testimony stated that he had examined the injuiries or Netaji when 
he was brought to the Army Hospital after the plane accident and at that time he had 
been told that Netaji had sustained those injuries in the accident 
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4.5.7 The last witness on this point, viz. CW 127 stated that his claim that Nctaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose was dead was based solely on his belief and what he had heard 
from his father. 

4.5.8 From the foregoing it is manifest that none of the witnesses had any personal 
knowledge about the death of Netajj in the plane crash nor did they produce any 
contemporary document in support thereof. Indeed, jheir, assertion to that effect is based 
either on hearsay, or belief, or result of inquiries including those of Shah Nawaz 
Committee and Khosla Commission. That necessarily means that their statements cannot 
be treated as admissible evidence ~ much less can be relied upon - to hold that Netaji 
died in the plane crash. | 

4.5.9 Before parting with this discussion on the evidence adduced before this 
Commission regarding Netajj’s death in the plane crash, it needs to be mentioned that on 
March 04, 2005 it (the Commission) received a letter dated March 03, 2005 from a Joint 

Secretarv of Ministry of External Affairs, Government of India forwarding therewith 

\ 

relevant extracts from a book titled “CRICKET - A BRIDGE OF PEACE” written by 
Pakistan Cricket Board Chief Shaharyar Khan which contain a statement made by 
Mabibur Rahman to him (Mr. Khan) about NctajPs death in the plane crash in August, 
1945. Since Mr Khan has not examined himself as a witness before this Commission the 
statement allegedly made by Habibur Rahman to him, being hearsay, cannot be treated as 
evidence. Copies of the letter of the Joint Secretary and the extracts are annexed herewith 

I 

\ 
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and marked Annexure-D (collectively). 
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4.6 On the condition a s above the evidence adduced before the Committee and the 
earlier Commission in support of Netaji’s death in the plane crash has to be looked into 
from its proper perspective. Since the deponents before this Commission and their 
learned Counsel have commented upon the stories of the plane crash and of the death of 
Netaji thereby independent of each other, it will be proper to first detail the evidence in 
respect of the former! The witnesses, who were examined before the Committee in 
support of the plane crash, are Colonel Habibur Rahman (SW 4), ex-Captain Keikichi 
Arai (SW 34), ex-Lt. Col. Shiro Nonogaki (SW 37), ex-Major Taro Kono (SW 41) and 
ex-Major Takahashi Ihaho (SW 43), ail of whom claimed that (hey were the co- 
passengers of Netaji. and survived the plane crpsh. Besides, four others, viz., ex-Soldier 
Grade I Sato Kazo (SW 40), ex-Captain Majcato^Nakamura @ Makato Yamamoto (SW 
51). ex-Lt. Col. Shibuya Masanari (SW 50) and ex-Major Kenichi Sakai (SW 5-3) 
testified in support of the plane crash. 

4.6.1 Of the above witnesses SWs 37, 41, 43, 50 and 53 also testified before the earlier 

t 

Commission as Wifr^ss Nos. KV/s 53, 63, 65, 70 and 67 respectively. The other 

i 

witnesses, who were examined in support of the story of the plane crash before the earlier 
Commission ,were ex-staff officer Tadashi Ando (KW 46), ex-Lt. Col. Tadao Sakai (KW 
47) and Mr. Lai Mm Yee (KW 203). 

4.6.2 From a careful analysis of the evidence of the above witnesses the following facts 


emerge : 




(a) On August 17, 1945 Netaji along with some of his colleagues including 
Habibur Rahman and some Japanese officers reached Saigon at or about 
11 .00 a.m by two bomber planes; 


i 
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(b) The two bomber planes, in which Netaji and his party had come, Were to 
go back and fresh arrangements were to be made for the next stage of the 
journey. Netej^was told that one seat could be offered only to him in a 
Japanese bomber which had come from Manila and was bound for Dairen 
in Manchuria as a number of Japanese army officers who had been posted 
to Manchuria had got. to be accommodated first; 

(c) Netaji was, however, anxious to ensure that all of his colleagues, who had 
come with him, were accommodated in the same plane but the authorities 
concerned expressed their inability to accede to the request of Netaji. 
Ultimately, one more seat was placed at his disposal. After discussion 
with his colleagues Netaji decided to lake Habibur Rahman with him: 

(d) The Japanese bomber left Saigon at or^ about 5.00 jg.m. with Netaji, 
Habibur Rahman and the Japanese officers referred to above. Besides 
them, were the crew including Pilot-in-Charge Takjgawa, second Pilot 
Aoyagi and others. Gen. Sid hei was also in the plane. The plane, arrived 
at Tourane at 7.45 p.m and the party halted there for the night; 

(e) In the following morning (August 1 8, 1945) the bomber left Tourane with 
the same part} and t arrived at Taipei in Formosa (now Taiwan) at 2.00 
p.m.; 

(0 After a brief halt there the plane took off at 2,35 p.m. but a short while 
thereafter one of the engines flew out whereupon the plane nosedived 
near the border of the Taihoku aerodrome and caught fire. The Pilot-in- 




passengers could come ouu\Of them, Aoyagi and Nctaji sustained severe 
burns and the others, minor injuries; and 

(g) The injured persons were immediately carried to the nearest Army 
Hospital for treatment. 

4,6.3 In course of their argument the deponents and/or their learned Counsel canvassed 



persuade the Commission to disbelieve the evidence of the above 


witnesses on the story oT the plane crash Succinctly stated those grounds are:* 


i) The evidence of the witnesses bristles with material discrepancies and 


contradictions both inter se and between the statements made before the 
Comjrnittee, the earlier Commission and other inquiring authorities of 
foreign Governments. These ^discrepancies and contradictions prove that 
through their (the witnesses’) ocular versions they were making put a 


story which had no basis whatsoever. In support of their contenrion they 


drew the attention of the Commission to various contradictions and 


discrepancies in their (witnesses’) evidence. 


ii) Their evidence relating to the plane crash is so improbable that no 


reasonable person can act upon the same, far less draw a conclusive 


infe ;e therefrom. In elaborating this contention it was submitted that if 
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the bomber plane had no seats and for that matter no seat belts and all the 
passengers were squatting on the floor and if, as testified by SW 4, the 
plane had nosedived from a “fairly high altitude, possibly over 1 2-140Q0 
feet 5 * all the passengers and luggage inside the plane would be hurled and 
then huddled together near the cockpit and in that event even half of the 
passengers could not have survived or come out of the plane either unhurt 
or with some minor injuries as claimed by them. For the selfsame reason 
the story given out by some of the witnesses that as Netaji was seated 
adjacent to the petrol tank, gasoline flashed a U over his body resulting in 
his sustaining third degree bums cannot be, believed for rhe simple 
reason that Netaji could not be in his original _ position on the floor of the 
plane following the "hosedive. 

Not a scrap of paper - ‘not to speak of any contemporary official 
document - was forthcoming to corroborate the oral version of the 
plane crash even though it was expected that in the official course of 
business there would be record maintained by the authorities concerned to 
prove the factum of the crash. This aspect ofjthe matter assumes greater 
importance having regard to the fact that twd^of the occupants of the 
plane, who died in the plane crash, were Netaji. the Head of the 
Provisional Government of Free India which was recognised by the 
Japanese Government, and Shidei, a General of the Japanese army, 
iv I The fact that the Government of Taiwan and the Taipei City Government 
admitted before the Chairman of the Commission that they had in 
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response to the queries made by Shri Anui Dhar, a journalist working for 
the on-line version of the English daily newspaper Hindustan l imes, 
\ replied, that they had no document in proof of the fact that there was any 
plane accident at the material time clearly belied the testimony of the 
witnesses. The copies of the e-mail and their reply thereto referred to hy 
the learned Counsel are annexed herewith { Annex urc-Di'l 
(collectively)}. 

v) Shri TaraTeswar Pal, the learned Senior Counsel appearing for the 
Government of India, fairly submitted that there were glaring 
discrepancies in the evidence adduced regarding the accident as also the 
date and time of death, news of death, death certificate and cremation of 
Netaji. 




4.6.4 Though, prima facie, it cannot be said that the above submissions are devoid 
any substance, it is felt that for the present no definite finding regarding the issue of the 


plane crash ne^d be recorded, and it will be appropriate, considering the language ir. 
which the relevant terms of reference have been couched, to proceed on the assumed 
premises that there was a plane crash as testified to by the witnesses and find out 
whether Netaji met with his death in the Army Hospital at Taipei and was thereafter 


cremated in the crematorium of the city is alleged. 


\ 
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4‘ () 5 The sequence of events relating to NetajPs treatment in the hospital, his death and 

;\ 

cremation may now be staled. According to Dr. Yoshimi, who was examined by the 

Committee (SW 48), the earlier Commission (KW 72) and before this Commission (CW 

84), he was acting as the Chief of the Nanmon Military Hospital, Taihoku where Netaji 

and other injured were brought, a^ter the plane crash for treatment. Dr. Yoshimi stated 

that on August 18, 1945 at or aboiit 2.00 p.m. when he was on duty at the hospital he 

received a telephonic message from the airfield about the air crash involving a number of 

persons who were to be sent to his hospital for treatment. Qn receipt of that information 

\ 

he made preparations for receiving the patients. Thereafter, thrbe motor vehicles carrying 
the injured persons arrived at the hospital. Dr. Yoshimi was told that one of the injured 
persons was Chandra 13ose (as Netaji was so called by the Japanese). Dr. Yoshimi 
examined Chandra Bose and found that he had suffered severe burns - bums of the third 
degree - and had lirtle chance of survival. As the condition of Chandra Bose was the 
most serious of all, he was treated first and thereafter the other injured persons were 
.attended. Netaji remained c$o^icuis_fQr 7/8 hours. At 7.00 / 7.30 p.m. his condition 
deteriorated and shortly after 8.00 p.m. he breathed his last. DA Yoshimi informed the 
Headquarters of the Formosan .Army of Netaji 1 s death. The military personnel arrived at 
the hospital and under the instruction of the Commander-In-Chief, Dr. Yoshimi injected 
formalin to prevent decomposition of the dead body. On the night of Netaji ! s death Dr. 
Yoshimi prepared and signed a <^eath certificate, writing his name in Japanese (Rata 
\;i;i 0 a.s ’’Chandra Bose'’ and giving the cause of death as “bums of the third degree 


\ 
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The other nvo doctors, viz.. Dr. J. Tsuruia (SW-39) and Dr. Yoshio Ishii 
(K'W 69), of that hospital also stated that in spite of their best efforts and 
treatment Netaji met with his death that very night. 

Besides the above doctors, the witnesses who spoke al>ouf Netaji ' 
treatment and/or death m the hospital are Habibur Rahman (SW 4),Capt. K. Arai 
(SW 34), Tadao Sakai (KW 47), Koji Takamiya (KW 52), S. Nonogaki (SW 37, 
KW 53), Taro Kono (SW 41, KW 63), Takahashi Ihaho ( SW 43, KW 65). 
Shibuva Masanari (SW 50, KW 70), Makato Nakamura fed' Makato Yamamoto 
(SW 51), K. SakaT (SW 53, KW 67), Kazuo Mithui (SW 54), Interpreter 
Nakamura (SW 55) and S.Nagatomo (SW 60 ). WTtile some of them claimed that 
they were | the co-passengers of Netaji and were injured in the plane crash, some 

i . 

others cJaimed to have seen Netaji lying dead in the hospital and attended 
cremation of his deadbody, too. 

4.6.6 As regards the cremation of Netajrs deadbody the story goes like this. After 
Netaji ’s death on August 18, 1945 the Formosan Army Headquarters received a telegram 
from the Imperial General Headquarters that the body should be flown to Tokyo by 
plane. Accordingly, Major Nagmomo ( SW 60) instructed Dr. Yoshomi to inject 
formalin to preserve the deadbody. On the same date the body was put in a coffin. ' 
instead of sending it to Tokyo, it was decided to cremate it at Taihoku and according r 
Col. Habibur Rahman, he was told on August 20 that the body could not be transported 
by plane, as the coffin was too big to be earned on a plane available with the Japanese at 
that place. As to the date on which the bod)' was cremated, there are a lot of 
contradictions in the evidence, particularly, in that of Col. Habibur Rahman, to which 
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reference would be made at the appropriate stage. He deposed before the Shah Nawaz 
Committee that on August 20, the coffin was placed on a truck with twelve (12) soldiers 
and ahead of it Mr Nagatomo (SW 60) went in a car along with him (Col. Habibur 
Rahman) and Mr. Nakamura (SW 55). The coffin was taken to Taihoku City 
Government Crematorium for cremation and the persons present at the cremation were, 
besides the above three, a Buddhist priest and a crematorium attendant. In giving a 
detailed account of the cremation Nakamura (SW 55) stated as under: 

“On arrivaKat the crematorium, the soldiers took off the coffin and earned 


it to the furnace . The crematorium was a large sized hall with furnace in 


the middle. The hail, as far as 1 remember , was approximately 16 ft. by 


entrance of the hall, the soldiers carried the coffin on 


16 ft. 



their shoulders inside and placed it in the sliding tray in the furnace and 
after closing the door of the furnace, they came out and told us that they 
bad placed the coffin in position in the furnace. The soldiers went out, and 
we, who were waiting outside, went inside the hall. Col. Rehman was in 
the front. I was next to him. The other gentlemen, totalling about 5 ; 

followed us. We went and stood in front of the furnace All of us 

stayed there and saluted . After paying our respects, we went to the. back 
side of the furnace where we found the priest standing with burning 
incense sticks (aggarbattis) in his hand. He wanted to hand over a stick to 
Col. Rehman but as he could not hold it, I took the stick and placed it in 
Col. Rehmaff $ hands. Col. Rehman held it between the edge of his palms 

since he could not hold in his fingers, and placed it in the hole which vvas 
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located at the rear of the furnace. I took the next incense stick and put it 

down in the same hole and everybody else followed likewise As we 

came out of the entrance of crematorium, the caretaker told us to come 
there the following day, at about noon time” 

The party came away after locking the door of the furnace, Both Col. Habibur 
Rahman and Major Na^tomo claimed to have kept the key. 

I . 

4,6.7 Next day, they again went to the crematorium to collect the ashes; and regarding 
the collection of ashes Major Nagatomo (S W 60) said : 

“The next morning at about 8 am. I went to the hospital, to take the Indian 

Adjutant with me. I went to the hospital in a car and as far \ remember, 

| 

the Interpreter was.alsp with us on the next day. On arrival at the 
crematorium, I opened the lock of furnace No.l with the key that was 
with me and pulled out the sliding plate. From the Headquarters 1 had 
taken with me a small wooden box about 8” cube. When we pulled out the 
plate on which the coffin had been put, we found that the whole skeleton 
had still retained its shape but it was completely burnt According to the 
Buddhist custom, I first picked a bone from the throat with two chop- 
sjick$_and placed it in the box. Then I picked a bone from every portion of 
his body and placed it in the box. The Indian Adjutant did the same after 
me. I do not remember about the Interpreter, whether he picked up the 
bone or not. In this way, the whole of the box was filled up. The lid of 
the box containing the bones was naj]^d,but I am not quite sure whether it 

was nailed here or in the temple. After closing the box, it was wrapped up 

\ \ 
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Ln a white cloth . After wrapping the box in a wljiite cloth, it was put round 

v 

the neck of the Indian Adjutant and we went by\ar to the Nishi (West) 
Honganji tempIe^That day a special ceremony was held at the temple.” 
4.6.8 Apart from challenging the evidence of the above witnesses on the 
grounds of contradictions relating to the date and time of death and of 
cremation and identiiy of the dead body the deponents and / or their 
learned Counsel have canvassed the following' grounds:- 


i) No hospital record regarding the nature of injuries sustained by Netaji, 

the nature of treatment given to him and his subsequent death was 

forthcoming nor any history sheet of his ailment or bed bead ticket 

could be found. It can be legitimately inferred that after his death the 

doctor attending him must have drawn up and signed a death certificate 

giving particulars of the deceased, the date and time of his death as also 

■ 

the cause thereof. There would also be a certificate to prove that the dead 
body was duly, cremated, but no document in proof of these facts is . 
available; , 

ii) No photograph >pf Netaji to provide evidence of identification of the dead 

t 

body was taken either at the hospital or at the crematorium; and 


F 


I 

I 

t 


g 

L l 

t 


Et 


A 




\ 59 

I 

iij) Though Netaji was the Head of an independent State which was 
recognised by nine independent countries including Japan, no military 
honours befitting Jhe Head of a State appeared to have been given to the 

deceased at the time of funeral. 

\ 

V 
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4.6.9 If the contradictions appearing in the evidence of the above witnesses to which 
attention has been drawn are left out of consideration for the time being and their 
evidence is accepted onjts ..face^value sliU, it must be said, definite findings about 
Netaji’s death and his cremation can be arrived at if and when the evidence passes the 
two basic litmus tests of appreciation of evidence, namely, probability and the aphoristic 
saying “Men may lie but circumstances do not” 

4.6.10 Read in that context, the best corroborative evidence whjch can unmistakably 

\ 

prove the factum of^Netaji’s death and cremation as deposed by the eye witnesses 
will be the contemporaneous official records relating thereto. Conversely, if there is no 
such record the Commission would not be justified in drawing a definite conclusion on 
the facts in issue solely relying on the ipse dixit of the eye witnesses. Therefore, keepuig 
in view the above basic tests a thorough probe for those contemporary official 

documentary reco'rds has gc^t to ,be undertaken now. 

4.6.1 1 From the records made! available to this Commission it is seen that after August 
23, 1945, when the news of Netaji ’s death was broadcast, and prior to the appointment of 
the Shah Nawaz Committee by the Government of India on April 5, 1956 quite a 
number of inquiries were held at the behest of the British and the American Intelligence 
authorities to ascertain the truth. Reports of those inquiries indicate that they based 


\ 
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their findings relying solely upon the oral testimony of some witnesses without caring to 

search for the relevant records of Taihoku Airport, the Army Hospital, Taipei Municipal 

Bureau of Health Hygiene (‘Bureau’ for short) and Taipei City Crematorium to test 
I 

the veracity of their assertion and, in case no such record was found, to incorporate that 
fact in their respective reports. However, interestingly enough, an inquiry towards that 
end was undertaken for the first time by Shri Harin Shah, the editor of “Indian Worker” 
which was the official journal of Indian National Trade Union Congress (rNTUC). 
Towards the end of August, 1946 he paid a visit to Taipei and made an inquiry into the 
story of the air crash and of Netaji’s death. Apart from writing a book titled “ Gallant 
end of Netajj” wherein he recorded h is findings of the inquiry, he testified as a witness 


(S W 9 ) before Shah Nanyaz Committee. 

4.6.12 It appears from the evdience given by Shri Harin Shah ( SW 9 ) before the 
Committee that in tho^course of his inquiry into Netaji's reported death at Taihoku, he 

called on the Director of ibe Bureau at his (the Director’s) office in Taipei and asked for 

# 

records with regard to the death and cremation of Netaji, whereupon the Director 
consulted his subordinates and sent for two clerks - both Formosan - who had been on 
duty at the rnateriajripoint of time and asked them to produce the relevant documents. 
After search those two clerks produced from the office files the following documents 


i) the doctor’s report on the death of Netaji ; 

Li) the police officer’s report; and i 

iiJ) the certificate issued by the Bureau permitting cremation. 

The aforesaid documents, it next appears from the evidence of SW 9, being all in 
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Japanese, were translated into English. The doctor’s report reads as follows: 


\ 

Fromthe Axmy Hospital 
To The Bureau of Health and Hygiene 


, 


I 


Date of the Report : 21 s1 August, 1945. 
Certification ofthWpeath: 


Name of the person \ 

Sex : 

Birth : 

Occupation : 


Qkara Ichiro.(meaamg big wa j-ehouses 
of food and Ichiro means eldest son) 
Male 

Born in the Meiti 22 nd ^ear April 9. 

He was Taiwan Military Government 


Reason of death : 
Nature of sickness : 
Time of sickness: 
Time of death : 
Place of death : 


Army’s obedient officer 
By sickness 
Heartjfailure 
17 w August, 1945 
.19* August __ 4jxm 
Army Hospital 


The writer’s certificate ; 
Dated: 2 I s1 August 


The name of the doctor I 
and the seal 


Chhuluta Toyoji Chcntze 
Siskwan (Japanese University) 


Shri Shah nextVated that the police report was more or less a confirmatory paper 

I 

on the line of the doctor’s- report. As regards the cremation permit as reproduced in his 
testimony it tallies with the contents of the above doctor’s report with some additional 
entries indicating, inter alb^ the dates of application for permission to cremate and of 
cremation.lt further appears from fris evidence that he enquired of the Formosan clerks as 
to why false particulars had been furnished in the certificate with regard to the identity 
and other details of Netaji and that the latter replied that they had no precise knowledge 

of the matter, but the Japanese officer accompanying the dead body, under whose 


instruction they acted, told them that for State reasons, the particulars of the person had 
to be -kept confidential. 

4 . 6.13 In his book titled '“Gallant end ofNetaji” [Ext. 295] Shri Shah reproduced copies 
of the doctor’s report and the certificate issued by the Bureau permitting cremation of a 
dead body. He, however , wrote in his book and also testified before the Committee that 
even though the particulars given in those documents related to Ichura Okara or Okara 
Ichiro, those documents in fact related to Netaji’s death and cremation. He further 
stated that fictitious na>jqe was required to be given to keep Netaji’s death a complete 

l 

secret as decided by the Japanese army authorities. 

4 . 6.14 Even a cursory glance of the entries in those documents makes it abundantly 
clear that they could not - and do not - by any stretch of imagination relate to Netaji. In 

the death certificate referred to above, the date of birth ,the first date of illness, the time 

V v 

and date of death, the cause of death, etc. were required to be furnished. In the permit 
issued for cremation, besides the above particulars, the date of filing the application for 
obtaining the same and the name and detailed particulars of the person applying for 
permit were also required to be furnished. That apart, while issuing the permit the date 
when cremation was to take place was also recorded therein by the Bureau. None of the 
particulars as furnished in the death certificate and in the permit fit in with those ofNetaji 
as testified by the witnesses. Copies of the English translation of the death certificate 
and permit as reproduced in the book of Shri Harin Shah are annexed herewith 
{Annexure-D/2 (collectively)}. 

i 

4.6.15 The next point^ inquiry for the relevant documents was undertaken bv the 

I 

Government of Formosa, at the 'initiative of the Government of India in the year 1956. 


I 


4. 


\« 
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Following the appointment of Shah Nawaz Committee (on April 5,1956) and its plan 
to visit Formosa (now Taiwan) the Government of India had asked the High 
Commissioner for United Kingdom (U.K.) in India whether Her Majesty’s Consul in 
Tamsui (Formosa) could: 

a) get a copy of cremation certificate and 

b) obtain from some or all of those witnesses (detailed by the Government ol 
India) signed statements or persuade them to meet the Committee in 
Hongkong forVhich the Government of India was prepared to pay travel and 
accommodation expenses. 

In response to that request the U.K. High Commissioner in India sent on May 3, 
1956 an inward telegram to the Commonwealth Relations Office with a request to 
persuade Her Majesty’s Consul in Taiwan to give the necessary assistance. A copy of 
the said telegram is annexed herewith (Annexure-D/3). 

Following some correspondence on that issue (winch are not relevant for the 
present purposes) Her Majesty’s Consul in Tamsui (Formosa) sent a telegram to the 
British Foreign Office on May 22, 1956 as also to New Delhi to say that the witnesses 
could not proceed to Flongkong but if their detailed particulars were given they would 
try their best to trace those persons and obtain their signed statements. On receipt of 
v that telegram the Commonwealth Relations Office asked the U.K. High Commissioner in 
India to communicate that information to the Indian authority. This was followed by 
another telegram dated Juneyk 1956 from the U.K. High Commissioner in India to Her 
Majesty’s Consul in Tamsui naming the witnesses they wanted to examine and the 
documents they wanted to lay hands on. A copy of the said telegram is annexed herewith 
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(Annexure-D/4). In response thereto an inquiry was held by the Department of Health 

\ 

of the Formosan Govemmept and a report was submitted along with a copy of an extract 
from the cremation register kept by the Welfare Section of the Taipei Municipal 
Government. A copy of the said report dated June 27, 1956 along with its forwarding 

I 

K 

letter and enclosure (including the extract of the crematic^ register) is annexed herewith 
{Annexure-D/5 (collectively)}. It appears that a copy of the said report duly 
authenticated by He{ Majesty’s Consul was handed over to the Ministry of External 
Affairs, Government ofllndia by the High Commissioner for U.JC in India on August 
10,1956. A copy of the said letter is annexed herewith (Annexure-D/6). Incidentally, il 
may be mentioned that the record of the above inquiry was collected by this 
Commission from the U.K. National Archives on its own initiative and was not 
received from the Government of India . 

4.6.16 It also appears that while negotiating with the British Government for obtaining 

the above record the Government of India had also asked the Government of Japan to 

obtain the selfsame documents, viz,, Doctor’s report and cremation permit regarding 

\ 

Netaji’s death through its lEmbassy in Tokyo and pursuant thereto the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs of the Government of Japan forwarded a copy of an entry under serial 

V. 

No. 2641 of the cremation register maintained by the Bureau in the name of one Ichiro 
Okura with a forwarding letter addressed to the First Secretary, Embassy of India by the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Government of Japan on July 24, 1956. A copy of the entry 
in the cremation register (which has been described as “Cremation Permit”) along with a 
copy of the forwarding 'letter is annexed herewith {Annexure-D/7 (collectively)}. 
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4.6.17 It is pertinent to point out here that a bare perusal of the above three sets ol 
documents received from three different sources unerringly demonstrates that the 
particulars furnished therein tally with one another. 

4.6.38 The search for the irelevant documents relating to Nctaji * *s death and cremation 
was next undertaken by Prof Samar Guha who had had all along been disputing the 
death of Netaji in thj^lane crash and had actively participated in the inquiry conducted 
by the Khosla Commission,. When the said Commission visited Taipei, Prof Guha 
made an earnest endeavour to find out hospital and crematorium records regarding 
Netaji’s death and cremation but aU that he could find and produce before that 
Commission were the photostat copies of the same two documents which had been 
produced before the Shah Nawaz Committee by Shri Harin Shah (vide paragraph 4.93 
of the Khosla Commission Report). In paragraph 8.9 of that report Justice KJiosJa 
observed, inter alia, as under:- 

“Prof. Guha, however, succeeded in obtaining copies of two documents, 
one of which purports to be the death certificate of one Ta Ts’ang Yi 
Lang (Qkura Ichiro), male, bom on April 9,1900, who was an Agent of 
the Land Forces, Taiwan t Arrny Command , and who died at Taipei at 4 
p.nv on August 19, 1945^ of a heart-attack. This certificate was issued by 
Ho T’en TqngJTai Chih (Tsuru Ta Nobori Dai Shi), who. was an Officer 
on Probation, Af%py Hospital, Army Health Department, Taipei. The other 

I ' 

document was a permit to cremate the dead body of the same Ta Ts’ang 
Yi Lang (Okura Ichiro), who was to be cremated at 6 p.m. on August 
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22,1945, at Taipei crematorium, the name of the person to whom the 
licence was tabued could not be deciphered from the photostat copy” 


4.6.19 From the above resume of facts relating to the steps taken to find out the 
relevant contemporaneous official documents in respect of Netajfs death and cremation 
in Taipei and the outcome thereof it is manifest that the only documents by which the 
ora) evidence of the witnesses adduced in that respect was sought to be corroborated 
were those relating to the death and cremation of one Ichiro Okura (or Okura Ichiro) 
assuming that they related to Netaji. Now that it stands established that none of the 



cremation of 


contents of those 


the dead body of the person concerned and the relevant Entry No. 2641 in the cremation 
register did relate to Netaji, this Commission has to search for the documents relating to 
the death and cremation of Netaji to answer the relevant terms of reference - the subject 
matter of the present discussion - for the simple reason that a mere discovery of 
documents relating to one Ichiro Okura does not and cannot have any bearing 
whatsoever on Netaji’s death or cremation and cannot relieve any inquiring authority as 
also this Commission, of its responsibility of finding the truth. Indeed, recording a firm 
finding on this issue without looking for and into those documents and treating the oral 
evidence of the eye witnesses about Netaji/s death and cremation as axiomaticaliy true 


would be non sequitur and over-simplification of and a superficial approach to this 
complex issue. To put it differently, the stage is now set for the Commission to search 
for the documents relating to Netaji’s death and cremation. 

4.6.20 According to the regulations then prevailing in Taipei for cremation of a dead 
body a doctor’s report\of his death had to be first obtained. Armed therewith an 




^ % 
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application in (^prescribed form for a permit for cremation was required to be hied bv a 

\ i 

family member of the* deceased with the Bureau. In that form detailed particulars 


regarding the date of birth of the patient, nature of illness causing the death, date and 
time of death, etc. were required to be furnished to obtain permission to cremate t he dead 
body. The body was also to be brought before the Bureau to enable the authorities there 
to verify the particulars furnished in the application. After such verification a permit was 
issued for cremation of tire dead body. With the permit so granted the body was to be 
taken to the crematorium and after cremation an entry was (o be made in the cremation 
register against the relevant serial number of the permit. The above procedural 
requirements have been mentioned in the book of Shri Harin Shah titled ‘‘Gallant end of 


Netaji “ (Exhibit 295, pages 86 to 89) on the basis of the statements made before him by 


two Formosan employees of ihe Bureau who were on duty at the material time 
According to those two witnesses, production of the doctor’s report and the dead body 
before the Bureau was an absolute necessity for grant of the cremation permit. That the 


above procedural normal it ies were essentially required to be complied with stands 


corroborated by the report dated July 4, 1956 (Exhibit 229) submitted by the Taiwanese 
Provincial Government wherefrom it appears that one of the two employees of the 
Bureau who had been examined by Shri Harin Shah to ascertam the procedural 
formalities was also examined by the inquiring officer of the Department of Health, 
Taiwanese Provincial Government referred to earlier (already annexed as Anexure-E/5) 
From the forwarding letter of even date of that report (ibid) it is seen that Chen Cbm 

i 

Chih ( in the Formosan dialect Tan Ti — Ti), the person who was in charge of cremation ; ' 
the material time in the Bureau, stated, inter alia, as follows: 


\ 
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“ that regulations in force at the time required the family of the 

deceased to complete an application form, which after being duly 
endorsed by the police sub-station concerned, was then deposited with the 
Municipal Govemnlient. During the war, however, in the case of military 
personnel without family members here, permission for cremation was 
granted on the strength of a certificate from a military hospital.” 

4.6.21 That the two doctors concerned, namely Dr. Yoshimi and Dr. Tsuruta were fully 
aware of the above regulations will be evident from their statements made before the 
Committee and the two Commissions, Before the Committee the former (SW 48) stated 
as under: 

“On the 1 8 th >\ugust, I had issued a medical certificate of death in respect 

of the deceased Iperson writing his name in Japanese (Kata Kana) as 

‘Chandra Bose’ and giving the cause of deati^as ‘ bums of the third 

\ 

degree’.” 

4.6.22 Before the earlier Commission Dr. Yoshimi was examined as KW 72; Though in 
his deposition he did not specify the date on which he gave the certificate, he averred that 
he prepared a death certificate and handed over the same to a Staff Officer of the Army 
’Headquarters. In cross-exadiination when asked as to whether the name he wrote in the 
certificate was Chandra Bose or some other words, the answer was that he wrote his 
name as Chandra Bose and in giving the reason of his death, he stated 'general burning 
all over the body, degree three’. His cross-examination regarding issuance of the death 
certificate reads as under: 

“Shri Chakraborty : Do you remember that you wrote the name of Chandra 
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Dr. Yoshimi: 


Dr. Yoshimi: 




Dr. Yoshimi: 
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Bose in the certificate or you wrote some other words ? 
I wrote his name Chandra Bose in Katakana. 

Shri Chakravarty: Do you know the full name of Chandra Bose ? 

Dr. Yoshimi: I wrote only Chandra Bose. 

Shri Chakravarty: But I say his name is Subhas Chandra Bose and not 
Chandra Bose. 

I was told onJy Chandra Bose. The staffofficer did not 
tell me Subhas Chandra Bose. 

Shri Chakravarty: What did you write regarding the reason of death ? 

General burning aU over the body, degree three. 

Shri Chakrayarty: Nothing more was written on the certificate ? 

Dr. Yoshimi: Nothing more was written. 

Shri Chakravrty: What was the age of Chandra Bose mentioned 
in the certificate? 

Dr.Yoshimi: I do not re member whether I wrote his age or not. 

Shri Chakravarty: You gave this certificate as you were told by 
the StaffOfficer? 

Dr.Yoshimi: I gave the name as I was told by the Staff Officer. 

Shri Chakravarty: And granted the certificate as asked by the Staff Officer ? 
Dr. Yoshimi: The St3ffjQffic£i^askcd4acJ^ so I gave it, 

| as otherwise the cremation was not possible. 

Shri Chakravarty: To whom the certificate was handed over ? 

Dr.Yoshimi: V I gave it to the StaffOfficer”. 


\ 
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Dr.Yoshimi was also examined by this Commission (C.W.84) and the relevant 
questions put to him and the answers given thereto by him read as under 

‘'Question No, 31: Did you issue any death certificate in respect of any deceased 


under 


your signature ? If ^o, 


what were the names of the 


\ 


, deceased and the cause of their death ? 

Answer: Yes. I signed the death certificate. The cause of death mentioned 

by fne was third degree burns. I issued the death certificate 
under my signature in the name of the deceased Chandra Bose. 

Question No. 32: Did you apply to any competent authority for any cremation 

permit in respect of any deceased ? If so, on what date and 
^pr whom ? 

Answer; I applied to the Taiwan Military Authority for cremation permit 

for the deceased Chandra Bose and attached with the 
application the death certificate . I applied for the cremation 
permit on 1 8.08. 1 945”. 

4.6.23 While on this point, it need be mentioned that Dr. THsuruta (SW 39) who 
claimed to have attended Netaji when he was hospitalized stated in his examination 
before the Committee that he did not issue any death certificate himself though he had 
examined Netaji and he further deposed that such certificates were issued generally by 
the Officer in Charg|, meaning thereby Dr.Yoshimi who admittedly was the Officer in 
Charge of the Hospital. 

4.6.24 If the aforesaid evidence of the above two doctors is to be believed then there 
cannot be any manner of doubt that Dr. Yoshami did issue a death certificate in the 
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name of Chandra Bose (Netaji) on August 18, 1945 and make an application seeking a 
permit for his cremation on the selfsame day. When the aforesaid evidence of the above 
two doctors along with that of the aforementioned two employees of the Bureau is read in 
juxtaposition the fallowing inference necessarily follows : if Netaji was to be and in 
fact cremated his body would have been taken to the Bureau rind on the basis of the 
application filled by Dr.Yoshimi a permit for his cremation would have been issued anti 
on his cremation^ there would have been entries in the cremation register with a specific 
serial number allotted and Dr. Yoshimi’s name in the columns prescribed for writing out 
the name of the. applicant seeking permit for cremation and his rank in the army. 
Surprisingly, however, in the Inquiry Report submitted by the Department of Health of 
the Formosan Government (Exhibit 229) it has been stated that in the register of 
cremation at the Municipal Health Centre there was as an entry in the name oi k :r< 
Okura who, as already noticed, was cremated on August 22, 1945 ( copy of which forms 
part of that report) and that no other records exist (emphasis supplied), h is of course 
true that while inquiring they stated in the report that they tried to search out the 
records of the erstwhile Nanmon Military Hospital to see Bose’s registration card and 
death certificate bi^could not trace out those records which had been kept before the 
Taiwan Government Itook over the hospital (in October* 1945) and in coiiNcquei: ; 
thereof it was impossible to verify them or take copies. But absence of such records in 
the hospital didSi^t impair their inquiry - or for that matter will not impair the inquiry 
by the present Commission - having regard to the fact that a death certificate prepared 

from the hospital records had to be furnished along with the application to obtain the 
permit for cremation. In other words, either the original or at least a copy of deaih 


N 
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certificate must have been available with the Bureau. Such being the state of things 
obtaining on record, the absence of death certificate of Netaji filed before the Bureau, the 
application seeking permission to cremate his dead body, the permit granted for his 
cremation and an entry^u* the cremation register in proof of the cremation makes the 


evidence of the witnesses, who testified to Netaji 9 s death and cremation, vulnerable and 
raises a strong, reasonable and bonafide doubt about the story of his death by air crash. 
4.7 The just quoted observations receive unflinching support from the development 
that took place since the Chairman of the Commission requested the Government of 
Taiwan to send to this Commission certain records including all entries in the cremation 
register of the old crematorium of Taipei city during the period from August 1 8 to August 
24, 1 945. A copy of the letter dated February 0 1 , 2005 on the subject is annexed herewith 
(Annexure-D/8). In deference to the said request thk Ministry of Foreign Affairs of. 
Taiwan sent copies of some of the documents asked for including those entries, which 
were received on March 28, 2005. Immediately on receipt thereof the Commission 

I * 

passed an order on March 29\ 2005 directing its office to requisition the services of a " 
competent Anglo-Japanese translator to carefully look into those documents relating to 
the cremation, as unlike the other documents sent, those were .without any English 


translation, and to let the Commission know whether there was any entry in the cremation 
register during the period from August 18 to August 24, 1945 in the names of Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose or ‘Chandra Bose’, (as Netaji was so called by the Japanese), Pilot 
TaJcizawa, Co-pilot Aoyagi and Gen. Shidei who, according to the witnesses, were with 
Netaji in the same plane as co-passengers and died on the same day. A copy of the said 


order is annexed herewith (Annexure-D/9). 


v 



4.7 I-' Pursuant to the said order the services of Shri Sandeep Kumar Sen, an Anglo- 

\ 

Japanese translator, preferred to by the Japanese Consulate in Kolkata, were requisitioned 
to do the following : 

i) To look into the documents appearing in item No. (iii) of the 


memorandum dated January 31, 2005. (vide Annexure-D/1 ) as sent by the 
Government of Taiwan and confirm whether they contain entries' of 
cremations during the period from 3 8 th to 24 th August, 1945; 

ii) If so. to let this Commission know whether names of' Netaji Subhas 
Chan ra B<j>se or ‘Chandra Bose’ (as Netaji was so .called by the 
Japar ;se), Pilot Takizawa, Co-pilot Aoyagi and General Shidei appear in 

any ( f those entries; 

\ 

iii) To L; the! Commission know the name of the person to whom the entries 
at Serial No. 2641 in the aforesaid documents relate and, if those entries 
relate to a person named Ichiro Okura, to translate the entire entries 
against the said serial number into English; and 

iv) To let 'the Commission know, if possible, the name of the doctor who 
issued the report as appearing at page 90 of Shri Harin Shah’s book, 
‘Gallant end ofNetajif 

4.7.2 In compliance with the said requisition Shri Sen submitted his report on April 5. 

2005 wherein he has stated, inter alia, that there is no entr/ in the name of Netaji Subhas 

Chandra Bose / ‘Chandra^Bose’ , Pilot Takizawa, Co-pilot Aoyagi and General Sidhei in 

N 

tfca documents, .of. vernation .duriag^Jhe ^period from August 17 to August-27, 1945 


Incidentally, it may be mentioned that the Commission had asked for entries in the 
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cremation register from August' 18 to August 24, 1945 only, A copy of the report along 
with its enclosures as submitted by Shri Sett is annexed herewith {Annexure-D/10 
(collectively)} . 

\ 

4.7.3 On receipt Of the report the Commission passed an order on April 6, 2005 
observing, inter alia, that the other documents, received from Taiwanese Government in 
response to the request of the Chairman of the Commission were not relevant and that 
they might be kept' on record. A copy of the order dated April 6, 2005 is annexed 
herewith (Annexure-D/l 1). 

V 

I 

4.7.4 The above* report, so far as it relates to the entries in the cremation register, clearly 
discloses that not ^niy there is no entry of cremation of Netaji but also of his co- 
passengers who, being Japanese, would have, in all probability, been cremated had they 
died on August 18, 1945, by August 27, 1945. Absence of any entry relating to their 
cremation defrats the story of the deathnot Netaji and some of his co-passengers in the 

plane crash. I 

\ 

4.8 Discussion on this point will not, however, be complete unless the pan played by 
Dr. Yoshin.j on this issue is commented upon. The absence of any record relating to 
Netaji’s d.ath and cremation (in respect of which he claimed to have played a pivotal 
role) clearly demonstrates that he was not telling. the truth- This inference is reinforced 
by the rrT'sterious role he played more than 40 years later, as would be evident from the 
following materials on record : 
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Dr. Yoshimi was cross-examined by Dr. Madhusudhan Pal, one of the deponents 
before this Commission, and in course thereof he put the following question to him 

“ Question 39 : Qin you recall a person by the name of Toshikazu Shimoda of 5- 
19-6 Inamurajgasaki Kamakura — SHI Kanagawa - Ken 248 Japan 

I 

and he replied that he had not met any such person. This question was put to him in the 
context of the fact that the above gentleman (Toshikazu Shimoda) had addressed a letter 
to Dr. Purabi Roy (C. W.lO) on August 26, 1996 enclosing therewith a death certificate of 
Chandra Bose whidtfhe had received from Dr. Yoshimi on August 18^19dd When Dr. 
Yoshimi’s attention was drawn to the said certificate, he admitted that that was a 
photocopy. When asked under what circumstances he had issued that copy he said that 
he did not have any clear memory about rhat. Copies of that letter and of the certificate 
are annexed herewith {Axmexure-D/12 (collectively)}. Dr. Yoshimi’s failure to give any 
reason, much less a satisfactory one, for belated preparation of the copy, Iris statement 
before the Committee that he did not know what had happened to the hospital records 

after his departure therefrofa^on January 21, 1946 and the report of the inquiring officer 

| 

of the Formosan Government to the effect that the hospital records were not available 
(as noticed earlier) cl^ajdy indicate that . the above cannot but be a 

i 

manufactured one. 



i 


4.9 The above findings are sufficient to hold that the story of Netaji’s death in the 
plane crash has not at ail been proved and to answer the related question in the 
negative. But quite a number of the deponents and/or their counsel have further 
submitted that there is "adequate evidence on record to disprove the above story of piane 
crash and - for that matter - to prove that Netaji was alive beyond August 1 8, 1 945 - the 


date of his alleged accidental death. To substantiate this contention while some of them 
have asserted that Netaji did succeed in his mission to go to Russia pursuant to an 
excogitated plan, others have propounded three different stories in support of his death 
long thereafter. It will be appropriate to deal with and dispose of the former issue first 
and reserve consideration of the latter, as it relates to Netaji’s death also, at a later stage. 
However, before delving into and ’deliberating upon the evidence brought /available on 
record on this issue in the fight of the arguments canvassed in support thereof it will be 
necessary to record the reasons that prompted the Commission to pay a visit to Russian 
Federation to search for and collect relevant evidence, if any. 

4.10 The Commission received statements supported by affidavits and supplementary 

affidavits from different deponents asserting that there were relevant documents in 

several archives of Russian Federation relating to Netaji and that oral evidence would 

\ 

also be available there to prove that Netaji was living in the erstwhile Soviet Russia after 
August 18, 1945. The ab^ve assertion was reiterated by some of them and some others 
during their examination lly the Commission. The pronounced role in this regard has 

been played by Dr. (Ms.) Purabi Roy (C.W. 10) who Ras claimed that she has had been 

\ 

visiting Russian Federation at regular intervals to do research work on Indo-Soviet 

relations for a pretty length of time and in that connection also about .NelajTsL presence 


there. Indeed, apart from filing a detailed written statement, she filed two 
supplementary affidavits later on, incorporating therein the outcome of her research till 
then. Consequent thereupon, she had to be examined on four occasions to confront her 
with the statements / additional statements made in her affidavits and in course of her 
examination she phsfluced a number of documents in support thereof In course o( her 

i 

examination she gave out the names of some persons who had told her that there were 
documents in some archives of Russian Federation which would unmistakably prove 
Netaji’s presence there. The names of the with whom she had interacted and a 

list of fifteen archives, where documents relating to Netaji, according to her, have been 
preserved, were furnished by her. 

4.10.1 For the foregoing considerations the Commission decided to visit Russian 

Federation to hold an LnqWy including examination of documents relating to Netaji 

. V . 

which might be available in the archives of the said Federation and recording or 
evidence on Netaji’s alleged presence there. Accordingly, the Commission entered 
into correspondence with Ministry of External Affairs (ME A), Government of India to 
enable it to visit the archives and also to examine witnesses as per the list furnished by 

Dr. (Ms.) Roy. MEA was also requested to approach those archives to give the 

/ 

Commission access to the relevant documents and to obtain the consent of the persons 
/concerned to depose W^ore it (the Commission). 

4.10.2 In response thereto three of the archives sent some documents duly 

translated in English and six of them including Central Arcin’ye-S of FSB (formerly KGBj 
of Russia intimated that they had no documents concerning Subha s Chandra Bose. So far 
as the persons to be examined were concerned, some offrhem were renortedlv dead and 
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some others were not traceable. Needless to say, all these data were furnished to the 
Commission by MEA. Ultimately, the Government finalised a programme for the 
Commission’s visit during the period from September 20 to September 30, 2001L In 
terms thereof the Commission went to Russian Federation, visited six archives and 
examined four witnesses and on return prepared a memorandum thereof (vide Annexure- 
C/2). 

4.10.3 From the memorandum it can be seen that no record relating to Netaji 

was available in five of the six archives visited and only one file containing newspaper 
cuttings relating to Netaji was found in the other (Russian State Archive of Socio- 
Political History, Moscow) which was not relevant to the terms of reference of the 
Commission. While on this point, it need be (stated that the documents received from 
three of the archives (mentioned earlier) also did not contain any relevant material. 

4 * 

4. 1 0.4 Now that it has been found that the[,evidence of Dr. (Ms.) Roy, so far as it 

relates to availability of documents regarding Netaji’s alleged presence in USSR at the 
material time in different archives of Russian Federation, is of no consequence her 
testimony that some Russian scholars had told her about Netaji’s presence there needs to 
be assessed. Of them, three could be examined in Moscow, namely, Mr. E.N.Komorov 
(C.W. 128), Mr. V.K.Touradjev (C.W. 129) and Prof. A.V. Raikov (C.W.130), all of 
whom admitted that they had a long association with Dr.(Ms.) Roy. 

4.10.5 Each of the above three witnesses was confronted with the statements 

they, according to Dr. (Ms.) Roy, had made to her about Netaji and their answers 
were recorded (after translation in English). For proper appreciation the relevant 
questions put to and answers given by each of them are reproduced below:- 

I 
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Mr. Komorov. 

Q.5; Dr. Roy fras stated on oath before the Commission that 
you told hen, “Let us take it, this way, he (Netaji) was 
here and died^ here (USSR)”. Is it a fact ? If so, do you 
possess any document/documents or any authenticated 
copy thereof in support of your contention ? 

Ans. You (Dr. Roy) remember that your (Dr. Roy’s) letter was 
sent and I did reply saying that I Jiaye no positive 
information on disappearance. I never toid io anybody, to 
I Dr. Purabi Roy or anybody that he. was here. I did not 

• make such a statement. On the contrary, I said that I did 
not know positively. 


Mr.Touradjev; 

Q.9 Ur. Rov has stated on oath that you suggested that in 
order to reveal the truth regarding the alleged 
disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose on 18 rn 
August, 1945, Military archives at Paddolsk and archives 
in Omsk should be consulted. Is it a fact ? 

„ 7 ' Ans. No 
} ' 

Q.9(a) Did you go through the documents in the Military 
archives at Paddolsk and archives in Omsk ? 


Ans. No 


Prof.Raikov 

Q .9 Dr. Ro_y has sta^d on oath before the Commission that 
you right from the beginning was appointed by the 
Soviet Government, to deal with matter concerning 
Subhas Chandra Bose. Is it a fact ? 


Ans. No 

\ 

Q. Ip Dr. Roy has also stated that you had access to all the 
classified documents lying in the archives of Federal 
Security Bureau and in the archives of Military Armed 
Forces of Russian Federation. Is it a fact ? 


Ans. 


It is absolutely absurd. 


4 







Dr. Roy also has stated on oath that you suggested her 
that the materials would be available in the archives of 
Omsk ? Did you go through the archival documents of 
Omsk ? 

is not correct, ItS^absurd. 

Since all the above three witnesses have, in no uncertain terms, 
disavowed the statements about Netaji as attribiJted to them by Dr (Ms.) Roy, no 

i 

notice can be taken of the evidence of Dr (Ms.) Roy in this respect. Relying upon her 
testimony steps were also taken to examine two other witnesses, namely, Mr. Y. 
Kuznels and Mr. Kolesnikov to whom also similar statements regarding Netaji were 
attributed by Dr. Roy. The former expressed his inability to meet the Commission and the 
latter could not be examined as he was working in the Russian Embassy in Ankara 
(Turkey). 

4.10.7 After examination of the above three witnesses Dr. (Ms t ) Roy of her 

own presented Mr. B V. Sokolov, a historian, for examination by the Commission and 
accordingly he was examined as C.W. 131. The relevant questions put to and answers 
given by him read as under> 

Q, 4. In the course of ybur research on World War 17, did you 
come across the name of Indian National Army and 
Subhas Chandra Bose ? 

Only some quotations in the published works in Russian 
but never met(sic) ^js name in the Archives. I know that 
surely he was in Moscow in 1940. 

Q. 5 What is the basis of your thinking ? 

Ans. I am sure that People’s Commissariat of Internal Affairs, 
People’s Commissariat of State Security, they should 
inform the Government about the activities of Mr. Bose as 


l 


\ 



♦ 


Head of Indian National Army. If really Mr. Bose was 
transported to USSR in 1945 then it should be mentioned 
in some FSB Archives. Such transportation should be 
kind of big special operation and the preparation for such 
kind of operation should cover more than one month. I 
have no proof, really that he was in USSR in 1945 or 
later. But, there should be documents in the Archives of 
Special Services only if Mr. Bose really was in the Soviet 
Union in 1945 or later. I never worked in FSB Archives 
and could not prove or deny any fact. 

4.10.8 Before parting with this discussion it may be mentioned that Dr. (Ms.) 

Roy had produced quite a number of Russian documents during her testimony and, 
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according to her, those were relevant for the purpose of the inquiry. The Commission 
got them translated into English only to find, on scrutiny, that none of those documents 
were relevant to any of the terms of reference of this Commission. 

4.10.9 In fine, it must be said that the assertion of Dr. (Ms.) Purabi Roy 
regarding Netaji’s presence in Russia after August 18, 1945 cannot be acted upon. 

I 

4.10.10 In contending that Netaji had been to Russia Ms. Chandreyee Alam, the 
learned Counsel, has first relied upon the evidence of Dr. (Ms.) Purabi Roy but in view of 
the preceding discussion this contention falls through. Next, Ms. Alam and Shri Keshab 
Bhattacharjee, the learned Counsel, have drawn the attention of the Commission to the 
evidence of Shri Ardhendu Sekhar Sarkar (C.W. 5), Shri Jayanta Roy (C W. 1 1) and Dr 
Satya Narayan Sinha (K.W.2), all of whom claimed to have learnt from some Russians 
and other sources in Russia about Netaji’s presence there. As none of the persons from 
whom they heard and learnt about Netaji’s prei^nce in Russia was / has been examined, 
the statements of the above witnesses in this regard cannot be treated- as evidence, being 
hearsay. 
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4.10.11 Apart from relying upon the evidence of the above witnesses Shri 


Bhattacharjee has drawn the attention of the Commission to some reports and notes in 
file No.273/TNA (Exhibit 300) in support of the above contention. In so doing he has 
drawn pointed attention to the following passages, besides others:- 

“Mahatma Gandhi stated publicly at the beginning of January that he believed 
Bose was hiding and alive. He has not offered any satisfactory reason for the 
belief he possesses ascribing it to an inner voice. Same report declared that 
Congressmen believe that Gandhiji’s Vs fa^ner voice is secret information which he 
has received. 

There is however a secret report which says Nehru received a letter from Bose 


spying he was in Russia and that he wanted to escape to India. He would come via 


Chitral where one of Sarat Bose sons would meet him. The story is unlikely.” 


4.10.12 On a careful perusal of the contents of the above file this Commission is 


unable to treat any report / note contained therein as admissible in evidence for all of 


them are either based on information or are secret intelligence reports, opinions anc 
views expressed by the makers thereof and newspaper clippings. 


4.10.13 Lastly, Shri Bhattacharjee has referred to and relied upon the folio vvir 


passage from a letter dated July 22, 1946 (Exhibit 228) written by Khurshed Naroji, t 
granddaughter of Dadabhai Naroji, to Louis Fischer to contend that Netaji was 


Russia in July 1946, 


\ 





“ At heart the Indian army is sympathetic with the Indian National Army. If 

Bose comes with the help of Russia neither Gandhiji nor the Congress will be 
able to reason with the country”. 

4. 1 0. 1 4 While the genuineness of the above letter may not be disputed, the above 
quoted observation cannot be pressed into service without the evidence of Khurshed 
Naroji and in absence of objective materials on which she relied to conclude that 
Netaji was alive then. 

4.10.15 To disprove the story of Netaji’s death in the air crash some of the 
deponents prayed before the Commission, by filing two separate applications, for its (the 

i 

Commission’s) visit to Sai'gon (Vietnam), as according to them, evidence would be 
available there to confirm their claim that Netaji was seen there affer lhai^accidenJ. In 
support of their prayer they relied upon some papers / documents as mentioned in those 
applications. After careful perusal of the applications the Commission rejected the same 
for reasons as detailed in its order dated October 05, 2005. A copy of that order is 
annexed herewith and marked Annexnre-D/13. 

4.1 1 A common ground which has also been canvassed to contend that Netaji was 
alive after August 18, 1945 is based on certain passages from the TRANSFER OF 
POWER 1942-7 fVolume VI). In this connection attention of the Commission has been 
drawn first to a letter dated August 23, 1945 written by Sir F. Mudie ( Home Member in 
the Viceroy’s Executive Council) to Sir E. Jenkins (Private Secretary to the Viceroy) 
(appearing at pages 137 - 140) giving alternative proposals for dealing ^vith Subhash 
Chandra Bose, and relying thereupon it has been contended that if Netaji had, in fact, 
died on Ajjgpsi 1 8. 1 945 ^heThrmer would not have j>iven such proposals 


i 
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4.11.1 Attention has next been drawn to the minute of a meeting of India and Burma 


Committee of British Cabinet presided over by Prime Minister Attlee on October 25, 


1 945 (pages 402 - 406) the relevant part eads as under 



“Treatment of Indian Civilian Renegades 'i 

The Committee turned to a consideration of the principles which should govern 
the trial and punishment of Indian civilian offenders. The following were the 
principal points raised in discussion:- 


(1) It was generally agreed that the only civilian renegade of importance was 


Subhas Chandra Bose 


( 2 ) 



(3) 



This minute, according to the Learned Counsel, also indicates that Netaji w 
alive till then for otherwise there would not have been any occasion to record the sarr 
4.1 1.2 So far as the letter of August 23, 1945 and its contents are concerned, it is 
known whether the British Government was aware of Netaji’s death, having regan 
the fact that the news of his death was first broadcast on that day itself. As regard: 
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minute of the Cabinet meeting dated October 25, 1945, no doubt it seems to suggest 
that Netaji was aiive'on that day, but an inference on (he basis of the above minute can 
and may be drawn at the appropriate stage if sufficient reliable materials are found in 




4.12 As noticed earlier, the deliberation so far on the question whether Netaji died in 
the plane crash has proceeded and the negative answer thereto on the basis thereof has 
been arrived at on the assumed premises that there was such an accident. Since, 
however, a contention has been raised that the story of the plane crash was contrived 
pursuant to a well laid out plan, to which the Japanese nuhtaiy authority was also a 
party, to ensure Netaji’s safe passage out of Japan and the reach of the Allied Powers a 
detailed probe on this aspect of the matter has got to be earned out now. 

4.12.1 It is trite that a stratagem including the manner of its execution ingenuously and 
meticulously hatched in secret cannot, owing to its very nature, be proved by direct 
evidence unless one or the other member of the party thereto divulges the secret. It can, 
therefore, be proved by circumstantial evidence and the individual or detached acts or 
omissions of the planners including their dialogue inter se, written correspondence and 
contemporaneous documents prepared by them or at their instance including entries 
made therein relative to the main design, tlipugh the above are some instances of the 
criteria to prove the making and execution of the plan, no general inflexible rule can be 
laid down and each case must, in some measure, be governed by its own peculiar 
features. To put it differently, proof of a secret plan as also the manner of its execution 
is largely inferential but the inference to be drawn must be a reasonable one supported by 
attending facts and circumstances. 


* 
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4. 12.2 In the backdrop of the above proposition the materials on record may be looked 
into to ascertain whether Netaji had any plan to escape, and, if so, whether it 
fructified. It cannot be gainsaid that Netaji could not have thought of taking a decision 
to escape - not to speak of translating that thought into action - without the active 


support and co-operation of the Japanese military authorities. 


That NetajPs decision to go out of Japan and the reach of the Allied Forces in 
the wake of the surrender of the Japanese was pursuant to a plan formulated on the 
advice and with the active co-operation and support *of the Japanese military authorities 



Committee and the 


stands established by overwhelming evidence adduced 


two Commissions and a detailed discussion on this issue will serve no purpose except 
increasing the volume of this report. Suffice it to say that on August 16,1945 while in 
Bangkok Netaji had a meeting wjjh General Isoda, the Jfeadjyf the Hikari Kakan (KW 
68). According to him, the main task of his unit of the Japanese Armed Forces was to 
liaise between the Japanese Government and a combined group of Indian Independence 
League (1IL), Indian National Army (TNA) and the Provisional Government of Free 
India. His testimony relating to the meeting he had with Netaji on August 16, 1945 in 
Bangkok reads as under:- 


Commission: When Netaji came on 16 th to Bangkok, he came by his 


personal plane ? 


\ 


Shri Isoda: I think so. 


Commission: At Bangkok, the future plans were decided between you 


and Netaji as to where Netaji should go ? 

Shri Isoda: It was decided immediately in talks'between myself 


\ 
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and Mr. Bose where Mr. Bose would go. 

Commission: So, it was decided that Mr. Bose will be going to Russia 
via Manchuria and Dairen ? 

Shrilsoda: Yes." 

The other part of his evidence which is relevant for the present purpose is as under:- 
“Shri Trikha: Now you were in great hurry to see that Netaji left early 

to a safe place to hide from the Allies ? 

Yes I suggested to him strongly." 


Shri Isoda: 
“Shri Trikha: 

Shri Isoda: 


And these plans of^Ietaji going from Bangkok to Russia 
were kept as a top secret ? 

It was kept secret." 


He further stated that on August 17,1945 he along with Netaji and others left 

L 

Bangkok for gaigop anji that he had a further discussion with Netaji about the plan. In 
detailing the same he stated as under:- 

“The purpose of his (Netaji’s) flight was to go to the Soviet Union and with the 
aid of the Soviet Union he was to continue his independence movement. That was 
the aim of his mission. After reaching Dairen, if time allowed he had intended to 
go to Tokyo to express his gratitude for the Japanese help and also to collect 
some supplies from Tokyo. I thought no such time would be available to him 
going to Tokyo. The main purpose of Mr. Bose was to go to the Soviet Union 
and his desire to go to Tokyo was only secondary." 

4.12.3 The above evidence of General Isoda gets ample support from the other 

I ■ 

colleagues of Netaji who were with him at the material time including Col.Pritam Singh 


i 
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ofJNA (KW 155/CW 3), Shri E. Bhaskaran, his Confidential Secretary (KW 30/CW 1), 
M.r* Watanafre, his Interpreter (KW 54) and others. On this point the evidence of Mr. 
S.A. Ayer (SW 6/KW 29), Propaganda & Publicity Minister of fNA before the 
Committee may be profitably referred to. He stated that Ln taking any important 
decision Netaji had an opportunity to consult the Head of Hikari Kikan, Lt. Genera) 
Isoda. who acted as liaison between Netaji and Field Marshal Terauchi, Supreme 
Commander of South East Asia. The confidence that Netaji reposed in Hikari Kikan 
and the fact that he utilised their services will be evident from the letter he wrote to 
the Headquarters of Hikari Kikan on August 16, 1945 before his departure from 
Bangkok. A copy of that letter (Exhibit 177) is I annexed herewith (Annexurc-D/J4). 



4.12.4 It is thus seen that besides his colleagues, the Japanese army officers who were 
liaising with Netaji and his organisations were parties to his escape plan and the 
Japanese officers took all possible steps ’to ensure his safe escape by providing 


accommodation in a plane and other logistic support. N 


4.12.5 It has been contended by Shri SupriygJBose, learned Counsel appearing^ for some 
of the deponents, that the story of Netaji’s death in a plane crash on August 1 8, 1 945 and 
of his cremation was concocted to ensure the success of Netaji’s escape plan by 
hoodwinking the Allied Forces. Now that Netaji’s plan to escape with the 
encouragement and active support of the Jfrpanesp army .officers headed by General 
Isoda of Hikari Kikan stands conclusively proved the above contention of Shri Bose 
has got to be looked into. For proper appreciation thereof the entire story' of the plane 
crash, death of Netaji in the hospital and his cremation, being interlinked, has to be 
considered as a whole and not in parts. 
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4.12.6 It may be recalled that in ^sailing the story of plane crash it has been 

submitted on behalf of some of the deponents and their learned Counsel that considering 

the fact that the plane had no seats and seat belts and ail the passengers were squatting. 

on the floor the inevitable result immediately following the nosedive would have been 

rolling of all the passengers with luggage inside the plane down the floor to the 

cockpit. In that .event, they argued, half of the passengers could not have survived or 

come out of the plane either unhurt or with some minor injuries as claimed . by the 

survivors. This 'contention is well-reasoned more so if it is read in the context ot the 
1 

relevant evidence of Habibur Rahman (SW 4). From his evidence it is seen that not only 
he testified to the above fact but went on further to say that the plane nosedived from a 
fairly high altitude “possibly over 12-14000 feet”. If this evidence of Habibur Rahman 
is to be believed then none of the 12/13 passengers - not to speak of the crew members - 
could have survived. Viewed in that context the explanation sought to be given by the 
surviving occupants of the ill-fated plane that as Netaji was sitting by the side ot the 
petrol tank, gasoline flashed all over his body resulting in his sustaining third degree 
bums cannot also be believed, for Netaji could not have been in his original position on 
the floor hnmediately following the plane’s nosediving. 

4.12.7 Next comes the following version of Habibur Rahman (SW 4) regarding 

the injuries he sustained in the plane crash as given out by him before the Committee: 
“As for myself, my both hands were vej^ badly burnt. As I came through 
the fire, right side of mvTace was burnt and I noticed I had received a cut 

V 

in the forehead which was. bleeding and also the right side of my nghi 


knee was also bleeding profusely as it had hit some hard substance. The 
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head cut was caused by hitting the floQr as the plane crashed. My_ 
clothes did not catch fire. My hands were burnt very badly in the attempt 
to take off Netaji’s clothes. Both my hands up to the wrist show marks 

of deep burning even after a lapse of more than i ten years’’. 

\ 

If the above version is to be believed, he must have sustained severe burn 
injuries on his palms and other parts of his body necessitating sustained treatment. In fact, 
he claimed that he was treated for the injuries at Nanmon Hospital (the Army Hospital) 
and Hokuto Hospital for a number of days. However, no documentary evidence in 
support of the injuries sustained by him or the treatment he received in the hospitals were 
produced. On the contrary, his evidence in this respect stands beLied by the evidence of 
Capt. B. Karmakar (CW 46), an ex-INA member, who stated that in the last part of 
August, 1945 (that is, within a few days after the plane crash) he met Habibm Rahman in 
Tokyo when he showed him some burn spots on the back of his both hands and white 
patches behind his ears and the above evidenfce of ^apt. B. Karmakar is corroborated by 
the evidence of two other witnesses, viz. Capt. BipbJ Kumar Sarkar (CW 15) also of 
1NA and Shri S^wadfrin Sanya] (CW 117). While the former deposed that he me t_ 
Habibur Rahman in Calcutta in L94^ when he (Habibur Rahman) showed him bum 

' . i 

marks on the back of his hands., CW 117 who mer^him in Delhi in 1946/47 at the 


residence of his father * a renowned political figure - stated that there were two small 
white spots on the two palms on their dorsal aspect. Therefore, there cannot be any 
manner of doubt that the version of Habibur Rahman about the nature of injuries 
sustained by him in theplane crash is suspect. 



*>l 


4 . 12.8 


Another significant tact that raises a serious douhi about the imih ol 


Nelaji’s death in the plane crash is furnished by the unusual conduct o! Lluhihur Rahman 

\ 

as evinced by his iion-tjommunication ol the above news'. 11 Neiaji had i cal ly died in the 
manner as alleged it was expected that he (Rabibur Rahman) would as the only surviving 
member of IN A immediately report about it, ir^>re so when it related to the death ol his 
Supreme Commander, to his superiors in the army and his colleagues in Bangkok 
Singapore, Saigon and Tokyo. His such conspicuous silence cannot be explained in any 
way except that he was playing a very vital role along with the Japanese army 
authorities in formulation and execution ol Nelaji’s escape plan. 

4.12.9 The next circumstance that makes ihe story of the accident suspect is the 

non-availability of any document of the air crash. Even though the Japanese were in 
control of Taipei till October 25, 1945 (when the Chinese took over) and an inquiry into 
the accident was held as early as September 13, 1945 by a team ol British Intelligence 
headed by Mr. Finney it does not appear that any attempt was made by them to look 
for the Airport records, it rather appears from a letter dated June 4, 3 956 addressed to 
Shi i 1 jar. First Scuc^ary, Embassy of India in Tokyo by Hisaji Hatton, Chief of 4 
Section, Asian Affairs bureau that no official Inquiry Commission to determine the 
causes of the accident in question was held (till then). A copy o! that letter is 
annexed herewith ( Annexure-D/ 1 5 ). 

4.12.10 Another circumstance that militates against the story of Neiaji's death in 

the plane crash on August 18, 1945 at Taihoku and lends support to the escape plan i 
the message that was sent by the Chief of Staff, Southern Army to O.C.. Hikuri K ikan 
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August 20, 1945 to say that ‘T’ (code name oi'Netaji) had died as a result of an accident 


and his body had been nflown to 1 okvo b y the Formosan Army (emphasis supplied). 


4.12.) J 


1 he other impediment to the acceptance of the story of the plane crash 


is furnished by the evidence of Shri S.A. Ayer / SW 61 KW 29), ex- Publicity and 
Propaganda Minister of Azad Hind Government corroborated b> the relevant 
passages ofhis book titled "UNTO HIM A WITNESS” (Exhibit 308). It appears Lrom 
the evidence of Shri Ayer that in the morning ol August 20, 1945 while he was preparing 


for his journey from Saigon airport to Tokyo by pi he came across Rear Admiral 



Chud a of the Japanese Navy, with whom he had previous acquaintance, and he (Rear 
Admiral Chuda) divulged to him the news of Netaji’s death. In this regard Shri Ayer’s 
evidence supported by a passage at page 86 of his book reads: 

"I had no chance to ask him for any detailed information because in the next tew 
moments 1 was aboard the bomber bound for Japan. On the llight 1 was escorted 
by Col. I ada , staff officer of Field Marshal Terauchi’s command and by Capt. 
Aoki. When we reached Canton at about 5 p.m. and halted for refuelling , Col 
1 ada, through Capt. Aoki , told me lor the first time that Netaji’s plane crashed 
near iaihoku (Formosa) on August 18 and that Netaji was seriously injured and 
succumbed l lie same night and Cof. Hatjibir (sic) Rehman, who was not so 
seriously injured, was still alive and lying in\ Hospital at Taihoku. 1 told Col, 
Tada bluntly that neither Indians in East Asia nor Indians in India would be 
prepared to believe the story of the, air-crash unless positive proof was 

I 

tbnhcoming and ( pressed him to see that the p'ltme took me to [aihoku so that I 
may have a chance of seeing Netaji’s body with my own eyes and be of some 


service to Col. Habib in his then condition. I also told him that it was necessary as 


thereby at least one more Indian besides Habib could claim to have gone to 
Taihoku and satisfied himself about the truth of the air-crash story. Col. 1 ada 
promised that I would be taken to Taihoku , but later we actually landed at what 1 
learnt was Taichu aerodrome . ( So far as I know Taihoku was the Japanese 
name of Taipei.) 1 expressed my bitter disappointment particularly when 1 was 
told that from Taichu we were to fly direct to Japan without touching Taihoku ” 
From Shri Ayer’s evidence referred to above it is manifest that on receiving the 
news of Netaji’s death he refused to believe that he had died in the plane crash as 

i 

reported to him and insisted on his being taken tcHhe site oi the accident at Tciihoku and 
given the opportunity N of seeing Netaji’s dead body. But in spite of his repeated 
, entreaties and repeated assurances given by the Japanese military authority there was 
utter reluctance on their part to take him to the spot of the accident obviously because 
they wanted to suppress facts from him Therefore, it has been contended by some of 
the deponents that such reluctance on the part of the Japanese military authority to take 
Shri Ayer to Taihoku or show him the dead body of Netaji falsifies the story of the 
plane crash and for that matter Netaji’s death therein. 

4.12.12 Reference at this stage may be made to another circumstance which, 

although ostensibly peripheral, is pertinent to the issue of the plane crash. During his 
visit to Taipei when the Chairman of the Commission requested the officers concerned of 
the Taipei City Government to furnish the records on the basis of which they gave out 
that there was no plane crash on August 18, 1945, they told that the information was 
based solely on contemporary newspaper accounts kept in. their archives. A visit of the 
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Chairman to the Institute of Taiwanese History and perusal of the microfiLmed daily 
newspapers confirmed that there was no report of any plane crash on August 18, 1945 
(vide Annexure-D/1). From the above, it can legitimately be inferred that if really there 
was a plane crash resulting in death of quite a number of persons including Netaji, a 
prominent and recognised Head of a State and Mr. Shidei, a military officer of the rank ot 
General of the Japanese army, the news about the same would have been published in the 
local daily 'Central Daily News’. It is of course true that this circumstance by itself does 
not negate the story of plane crash but it certainly lends assurance to the finding already 
arrived at in this regard on the basis of other facts and circumstances appearing on record. 
4.12.13 It will be not out of the place to ijnention here that even news of lesser 

importance relating to Netaji’s family was published in the same daily (‘Central Daily 
News’) in its issue dated September 14, 1945 — a few days after the date of the alleged 
aircrash - which, needless to say, indicates that Subhas Chandra Bose was well-known 

i 

to the people and press there. The relevant portion of tfte^said news item, when translated 
in English , reads as under 

‘‘Central Dailv News. 14 September. 1945 


The Indian Government decided today to release the younger brother (s) and 
family of Bose who were detained since the beginning of the Japanese war. The members 
belonging to the Bose family (clan) who opposed the Government of India will also be 
set free. The official announcement states, “In view of the Japanese surrender, there is no 
need for detaining these people for a long time”.” 
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4.12.14 So far, the evidence regarding vNetaji’s death in the plane crash and hh 

cremation has been discussed keeping in view the submissions made by some of the 
deponents and their learned Counsel (except those relating to the contradictions in the 
evidence of the witnesses as pointed out by them to which reference will be made later 
on) and the appraisal thereof has yielded the following findings 

(a) ThereSis no satisfactory evidence of the plane crash; on the contrary, the 

I 

story given out in that respect is rather improbable; 

(b) In absence of any contemporaneous record in the hospital, the Bureau 
and/or the crematorium, the oral account of the witnesses of Netaji's 
death and cremation cannot be relied. upon to arrive at a definitive finding 
on the basis thereof; and 

(c) A secret plan was contrived to ensure Netaji’s safe passage to which 
Japanese military authority and Habibur Rahman were parties,. 

Thus said, the only point that still survives for discussion and for coming to a 
conclusion is whether the escape plan succeb^ed. To seek an answer to the above 
question the issue relating to death and cremation of Ichiro Okura will have to be 
considered first. 

4.12.15 Culling the evidence on record - both oral and documentary ( some ol 

which have already been referred to and relied upon in arriving at the conclusion that 
Netaji’s death has norbeen proved) - it is seen that Ichiro Okura, who was a member ol 
the Taiwan Government Army, died of heart failure on August 19, 1945 in the Army 
Hospital. After his death, Mr. Yoshimi, a member of the Japanese Army (Unit number 
21 123), obtained a death certificate from the Army Hospital on August 21, 1945 issued - 
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by Dr. Tsuruta, whose name in Formosan dialect is ‘Chhuluta’ (vide pages 90*91 of Shri 
Marin Shah’s book - Ext. 295, para 8.9 of Kholfi Commission’s report and Anglo- 
Japanese translator Shri Sandeep Kumar Sett’s report dated April 05, 2005 - Ext. 305 
collectively) and with that certificate he went to the Bureau to obtain the necessary 
permit for cremation. In compliance with the regulations then in force (referred to 
earlier) he submitted the death certificate with two duly completed forms necessary for 
obtaining the permit. After the required procedure was complied with a cremation permit 
in the prescribed form was issued to him on that date (August 21, 1945) fixing the date 
and time of cremation on August 22, 1945 at 6:00 p.m. 

In narrating the story of cremation, Tan Ti-Ti, who at the material time was in 
charge of issuing cremation permits in the Bureau and whose statement before the 
Formosan inquiring officer in connection with the procedure for issuance of permits has 
earlier been discussed, stated before that officer that on the following day (August 22, 
1945) the army officer, who had obtained the permit for cremation of Ichiro Okura the 
day before, came in a car in the company of an Indian (the discussion to follow will 
prove that the said Indian was none other than Habife^r Rahman) followed by a military 
truck carrying a boxlike coffin. Some army officers, who were present there, unloaded 
the coffin and after depositing the same in the auditorium closed the door. The body 

was then put inside a furnace of the crematorium. Thereafter the furnace was locked and 

» 

the key was given to the Indian for custody. The Indian was told to come back at 8 a.m. 
on the following day to collect the ashes. The Indian then left with the army officer who 


had come for the cremation of the dead body of Ichiro Okura. 
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As advisedSm the following day (August 23, 1945) at about 8 a.rn. that army 

i 

officer aJong with the Indian came to the crematorium to collect the ashes ot the 
deceased. The lock was then opened by the Indian and from the ashes the army officer 
picked up bone remnants with chopsticks one by one following the Buddhist custom 
and deposited them in a wooden box. * Alor^g with the said army officer the Indian leil 
the crematorium with the box containing the mortal remains collected from the furnace 
The statement of the above witness, who was most competent to testily to the 
cremation, coupled with the death certificate issued in respect of Ichiro Okura dated 
August 21, 1945, the application by Mr. Yoshimi on the same day for obtaining the 
cremation permit, cremation of the body on the following day and entry in the cremation 
register against SI. No. 2641, containing all the above particulars including the name of 
the applicant (Mr. Yoshimi) and his Unit number leads to the only conclusion that it was 
Ichiro Otcura who died on August 19^ 1945 and was actually cremated on August 22. 
1945. On this point it need be mentioned that Mr. Yoshimi, the applicant, is not to be 
confused with Dr. Yoshimi of the Army Hospital : first, because the unit number of the 
applicant (21 123) tallies not only with the entry in the cremation register but also with 
the application filed for seeking cremation permit; secondly, because Dr. Yoshimi had 
had all along been asserting that he issued the death certificate and applied for the 
cremation permit in the name of Chandra BoS|e; thirdly, because he deposed before this 
Commission that he did not know any person\>y the name of Ichiro Okura; fourthly, 
because he never claimed that he visited the Bureau for receiving the permit and was 
present at the time of cremation; and lastly, because even in the copy of the death 
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certificate, which he claimed to have issued as late as 1988, he gave the name of 
Chandra Bose as the deceased. 

f 

4.12.16 It is thus seen that ail the relevant documents which have been annexed 
heretobefore unerringly lead to the irresistible conclusion that the death of Ichiro Okura 
owing to heart failure on August 19, 1945 and his cremation on August 22,1945 on the 
basis of a permit issued on the previous day, were passed off as those of Netaji. To put it 
conversely, none of the documents received by the Commission indicates - much less 
proves. - that it was Netaji who died and was cremated utilising the name of Ichiro 
. Okura. 


It may be recalled that the commient of this Commission upon the 
submission of some of the learned Counsel that the relevant minute recorded by the 
British Cabinet on October 25^ 1945 [vide the Transfer of Power, Vol. VI) was kept 
reserved till discussion of all other related materials on the point. Now that it has been 
found on a detailed and careful analysis of the materials on record that Netaji did not die 
in the plane crash, it must be said that the minute reassures the above finding. 

4.12.17 The very fact that the Japanese army authorities wanted to pass off the 

death and cremation of Ichiro Okura as those of Netaji is an eloquent proof of their 
ensuring Netaji’s safe passage by creating a smokescreen. The other facts and 
circumstances, which betray their anxiety and tension to make out an untrue story of hi* 
death and cremation with the connivance’ of Hjabibur Rahman and to execute their plai 
successfully may now be detailed. 

(i) A few days after the alleged air crash on August 18, 1945 the Japanes 
army authorities persuaded Qr. Tsuruta to issue a death certificate in th 


\ 


name of somebody else to be used as a proof of Netaji's death to 
facilitate cremation as would be evident from the following statement 
given by Dr. Tsuruta on December 13, 1955 in course of the inquiry held 
by the Japanese Government {Ext. 303 (collectively)} 

“I have a memory that the body was cremated several days 
alter the death. It is absolutely not true that the body was 
cremated on the following day of his death, Several days 
after the death of Mi. Bose, at the Army Headquarters' 
tn u/rifp a Ap.ath rprti finite f issued it in mv 



send the body to Tokyo. A Decision was taken suddenly to 
cremate the body at Taipei. We request you to write a 
death certificate for the purpose of cremation”, said the 
Army Headquarters. Being concerned that if identification 
of the body had been found out as Mr. Bose, it would have 

turned out bad, the Army Headquarters told me not to write 

Mr. Bose’s name in a death certificate. I gave a false 

Japanese name of 'Hachiro Okhura* after ‘Kihach iro 

Ofrkura * ” (emphasis supplied). 


It is evident that he used the above Japanese name obviously because he had 


earlier given a genuine death certificate for the death of Ichiro Okura due to heart failure 


Similar explanation was given by the Japanese army authorities as would appear 


from the letter date^ July 24, 1956 sent by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan to 


Shri A.K.Dar, First Secretary of Indian Embassy in Tokyo while forwarding the entry 
relating to Ichiro Okura in the cremation register {vide Anne xure- D/7 (collectively)} 


It is obvious that reference to the name of Ichiro Okura and reliance upon the 
entries in the cremation record against the name which did not and could not by an) 
stretch of imagination relate to Neiaji (as discussed earlier) clearly indicate that thg_Stop 
of Netaji ’s death in plane crash is untrue. The reason for resort mg to such ; 
camouflage by the army authorities is not far to seek. If the Japanese authorities vvantec 
to create documentary evidence to make people in general, and the Allied Powers ii 
particular, believe that Netaji had died in a plane crash the best course open to then 
would have been, if the story in respect of the plane crash was true, to avail of .th» 
documents relating to the death and cremation few other co-passengers of the ill 



fated plane and to pass off the same as those of Netaji to maintain secrecy. In that case 
the date of death, the cause of death and nature of injuries would have been commo 
with those of Netaji, thereby making the story } of his death more probable an 


acceptable. This tell-tale circumstance not only suppohs the successful implementatio 


of the escape plan but also negates the story of the air crash. This inference stand 
fortified by the absence of any entry in the cremation register relating to the cremation c 


the dead body of any of the passengers of the ill-fated plane including Netaji {via 


Annexure-D/10 (collectively)}. 

(if) At the instance of the Japanese army authorities a signal, as stated earlie 
was sent on August 20, 1945 to say that Netaji’s dead body h^d ahead 


been flown to Tokyo; 



J 
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(iu) Lest the identity of the dead body of Ichiro Okura should have been 
discovered by the Bureau peoplk who were not likely to be party to the 
escape plan, the Japanese army officers resorted to various precautionary 
measures at the tune when the dead body of Ichiro Okura was brought to 
the BWeau for regulatory inspection. In this connection, the relevant 
statements relating thereto as appearing at pages 87-89 of Sri Harm 
Shah’s book “Gallant end of Netaji” (Exhibit 295) may profitably be 
recounted:- * ' 

“Li Chin Qui and Tan Chi Ch stated that both of them were 
employed in the Bureau during the Japanese rule and were continued on 
the staff for the same work by the Chinese authorities. It was their 
business to satisfy themselves about the genuineness of requests for 
permission for cremation by checking the bodies brought to the Bureau 
They would then fill up the form, after examining the doctor’s report on 
death, which served both a record for the Bureau and a permission for 

i 

cremation for the relatives of theVjeceased. 

Li Chin Qui and Tan. Chi Ch were on duty at the Bureau when on 
21 s1 August, 1945 the body of Chandra Bose was brought at the Bureau 
prior to cremation. The Bureau then was headed by a Japanese Director 

i 

Certain Japanese military officers accompanied the body of Netaji Bose. 
They didn’t see any Indian in the team at the Bureau. They heard the 
accompanying Japanese officers telling the Japanese Director of the 
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Bureau that the body was of Chandra Bose, the distinguished Indian 
leader. 

I asked them : “How long have you been working in the Bureau ?” 

The clerks replied : “We have been working here for nearly past 1 0 years’ . 
“How did you know that it was the body of Chandra Bose ?’* 

“We heard the accompanying Japanese military officers telling the 



Indian leader 


Japanese 


Chandra Bose.” 

“What happened thereafter ? Did you follow the procedure Bureau had 
laid down ?” 

“Normally, wc would ourselves check up the body. But we were not 

allowed t o do t he ro utine examination by the Japanese officers who sa id 

t hat under orders, we were not to be allowed to inspect the bodv of this 

gr eat man .” (emphasis supplied). 

“V/hat was your impression of the body ?” 

“The body was very big.” # . 



“Then ?’ 


“The body was taken out from the coffin, and was placed on a piece of 
wood. The body was wrapped in cloth. It was then placed on a bier.” 


I asked the Formosan friends : “Since the checking procedure was done 


away with under orders on special grounds, did you proceed with the 
filling of the form and issuing of the permission for cremation ?” 


The reply came. u Yes, we had to record the doctor’s report and issue the 
permission for cremation. This permission was necessary for ever y 


cremation and that is why the officers came with the body to the Bureau. 

(emphasis supplied). 

That Habibur Rahman (the Indian referred to by Tan Ti-Ti) was also a 
party to the escape plan is 'evide 1 by the prominent role he played in 



ensuring that the Bureau people coble be misled in believing that the body 
which was going to be cremated was that of Netaji. It is pertinent to note 
here that even though it was the body of Ichiro Okura which was to be 
cremated on August 22, 1945 Habibur Rahman, who could not have anv 
interest in that cremation, visited the crematorium along with army officer 
Mr.Yoshimi not only to attend the cremation on that date but also to 
collect the ashes on the following day. Before proceeding further it need 



be mentioned that while he (Habibur Rahman) stated before the 
Committee that the cremation took place on August 20, 1945, Tan Ti-Ti 
stated that it took place on August 22, 1945. Since the documentary 
evidence on record proves that the cremation took place on August 22. 
1945 and Habibur Rahman contradicted himself by giving a written 
statement earlier, mentioning_ August 22, 1945. as the date of cremation 
(vide Pages 144-145 of Exhibit 22j4), reference to August 20, 1945 in his 



statement before the Committee cannot be true. At the risk of repetition, it 
may be stated here that as the permit to cremate Ichiro Okura was issued 
to Mr. Yoshimi on August 21 with the date of cremation fixed on August 
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22 and Habibur Rahman accompanied him for the cremation, it could not 
have taken place before August 22. 

As to how the body, was kept after death, Habibur Rahman had this to say before 
the Committee; 

“I was present when the body was put in the coffin. The body was fully 

dressed and no part of it was visible ” (emphasis supplied). 

As regards the state of the body when it was brought out of the coffin before 
cremation Mr. Chang Chuen (KW 207), who claimed to have been present at that time in 
the crematorium, stated before the earlier Commission as under 

“When the coffin was taken out of the \ruck, the Keeper of the crematorium came 
and said ftje coffin was too big to enter the furnace. So, we opened the box which 
was filled with calcium oxide. The Japanese ordered to pull the dead body from 
the coffin and it was wrapped in a cloth and g Japanese army blanket.” 

The Chairman also put some questions to which he gave the following answers : 

“Q. Could you see the face of the dead body ? 

A. Honestly and frankly speaking, if 1 have seen the man I do not 
know and I cannot recognize him. 

Q. But could you see the face ? 

A. The face was fully covered.” 

From the evidence of the above two witnesses it is seen that when the dead body 
was put in the coffin and was placed in the furnace after being brought out of the coffin, 
the body including the face was fully covered. Another witness to the cremation, viz.. S. 


Nagatomo, ex-Major (SW 60) stated before Ifrc Committee as under 
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“The whole of the coffin was put on the sliding pjate. It is customary in Japan to 
cremate the body In the coffin. After placing the body in the furnace, we went to 
the back side of the furnace and I set fire .’ 1 

Irrespective of the fact whether the dead body was placed in the furnace after 
being brought out of the coffin with the face fully covered or the coffin with the dead 
body inside w^ts placed in the furnace for cremation, there is no room for doubt that all 

I. .... . 

possible precaution was taken for hiding the identity of the deceased till cremation 

The eloquent proof of Habibur Rahman’s role in the escape plan as also the 
manner in which he wanted to execute the same is furnished by the fact that fie ensured 

I 

the photographing of the dead body rnbms the face as would f>e evidenr from the 
following statements he made before the Committee:- 

“The photo of his body (excluding the face) was {aken at my request. 

Since the face was not in good condition as l mentioned above. I 
requested them not to take the photo of the face out of sheer sentiment 

as the face was disfigured ] asked them to take 

the photo without the face. I would not have objected to the taking of the 
photo of the face had it been in normal condition”. 

If the body was covered with Japanese hospital gown, which necessarily means 
that his torso-Could not even be seen, it does not stand to reason why the photograph war. 
sought to be taken without the face. The only plausible inference that can be drawn 
therefrom k^that as Ichiro Okura had died of heart-attack and, as such, could not have 


any injury om his body, not to speak of the face, Habibur Rahman decided to have the 




I 
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photograph taken of the dead body without the face to avoid discovery of the identity ol 
the deceased, nan^ly Ichiro Okura. 

(v) The very fact that the Japanese Buddhist custom, viz. preservation of the 
dead body for three days before cremation (vide the evidence ot Sri 
Hariri Shah - SW 9), which fits in with Ichiro Okura ’s death on the 19 
and his cremation three days thereafter, i.e,, on the 22 nd , and picking up 
of bones from every portion of the body after cremation and keeping the 
same with the ashes - vide the evidence of Mr. Nagatomo (SW 60) - 
was adhered to is another circumstance which indicates that the body 
cremated and the mortal remains tak£n iheisfrom \ycre of Ichiro Okura 
and not of Netaji. 

4.12.18 On a conspectus of ali the factV^nd circumstances relevant to the above 

issues it stands established that emplaning at Saigon on August 17, 3 945 Netaji 
succeeded in evading the Allied Forces and escaping out of their reach and as a 
camouflage thereof the entire make-belief story of the air crash, Netaji’s death, therein 
and his cremation was engineered by the Japanese army authorities, including the twp 
doctors and H^bibur Rahman and then aired on August 23, 1945 through a statement 
prepared by Sri S.[A t Ayer at the dictation_of the aforesaid authorities to give imprimatur 
of the INA to the death news Of Netaji. Obviously, in cooking up the story of Netaji’s 
death in the plane crash and giving it a modicum of truth they (the Japanese military 
authorities and Habibur Rahman) had no other alternative than resorting to suppression 
of facts and in so doing they not only invited material contradictions in their evidence 
as pointed out .by the deponents and their learned Counsel but also left latent loopholes 
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which have now been discovered. Though no firm opinion can be expressed about 
Netaji’s exit point it can legitimately be inferred, having regard to the established tact 
that Habibur .Rahman who accompanied him from Saigon was next found present in 

4 

Taipei cooking up a story (along with others) of his death there, that Netaji disappeared 
therefrom .(Tajpei). But the question whether Netaji thereafter landed in Russia or 
elsewhere cannot be answered for dearth of evidence. 

4.12.19 As regards the journey of the ashes collected by Habibur Rahman from 

the crematorium at Taipei - to the Rejikoji Temple, in Japan the evidence is consistent 
and, therefore*, needs no discussion. Since the ashes collected were of Ichiro Okura - 



not of Netaji - the onl>j inference that can be drawn is that the ashes lying in that temple 


cannot be of Netaji. On the contrary, the presence of bones in the ashes as noticed by 
officers of Indian Embassy in Tokyo is a circumstance which corroborates that .those 
cannot but be of Ichiro Okura, Considered in that backdrop, the inability of the 
Commission to subject the mortal remain^ to DNA test in the circumstances beyond its 


control has not ^tood in the way of recording its conclusive finding in that regard - a 
finding arrived at on the basis of robust circumstantial evideoce on record. 
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(iii) Death in Dehridun 


4.13 The version claiming that Netaji diecfVt Dehradun Ln Uttar Pradesh in 1977 

stems from the setting up of an Ashram named and styled as ‘ ShouLmari Ashram' at a 

place called Falakata in the district of Cooch Behar which borders Bangladesh, Bhutan 

and Nepal. According to the materials made available to this Commission, this Ashram 

was set up in or about 1959 by a Sadhu known as Sharadanandji (hereinafter referred 

to as “Sadhu”) and his disciples . At the inception nobody took notice of the Ashram and 

for that matter of the Sadhu, but when it extended its geographical area over 100 acres 

of land, its iQhabitaais. rosc.tO-.abojJt l^QfLand armed guards were _gosted v outsiders 

living in and around the place became inquisitive about the real identity of the Sadhu as 

well as the goings-on at the Ashram. Within a few months thereafter, rumour spread in 

\ 

the district ofCo^ch Behar that Netaji had been living in the Ashram Ln the guise of 
the Sadhu. Though this rumour created a lot of commotion among the common people 
the general intelligentsia ignored the rumour in absence of any authentic basis to prove 

V 

that the Sadhu was Netaji. However, the rumour persisted and in 1961 \t spread 
throughout the country. 

4.13.1 Attracted by the rumour, major SatyaSjjupta,, a close associate of Netaji, met the 
Sadhu in February, 1962 at the Ashram and after coming back to Calcutta he called a 
press conference wherein he asserted that the Sadhu was none but Netaji. The assertion 
so made by him was published in different national newspapers on February 13, 1962. 
Thereafter, some people of repute visited the Ashram and met the Sadhu to ascertain 
whether he was Netaji or not. On return diametrically opposite views were expressed by 
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them regarding his identity. The issue was also raised In the Indian Parliament and it 
became the subject matter of a debate. The Sadbu reportedly stayed in the Ashram foi 
about 6/7 years whereafter he visited several places in India and ultimately soil fed 
down in Dehradun 1 973. There he died in 1977. 

4.13.2 The question whether the Sadhi^^was. bJetajj or not came up lor consideration 
before the Khosla Commission wherein, while some of the persons claimed that the 
Sadhu \yas_none but Netaji,, the others denied it. Before this Commission also the 
witnesses who were examined on this issue were similarly divided in their views. 
Before considering the evidence of the relevant witnesses examined by the earlier 


Commission, jpvidence adduced before this Commission may be looked into. 

4.13.3 Of the eleven witnesses examined on this score eight have put forward the story 
that the Sadhu was none other than Netaji, while the other three iiaite. disputed the claim. 
The eight witnesses that fall in the first category are judhangshu Kumar Poddar ^CW 
76), Sudhir Kumar Poddap (CW 77), Laiit Mohan Chowdhury (CW 78), Bikash Chandra 
Guha (CW 79}, Sujit Kumar Biswas (CW 80), Subhas Ranfan Dasgupta (CW 85), S. S. 
Padhye (CW 102) and Viswajit Dutta (CW 1 13). When their evidence is pitted against 


that of the witnesses of the other category, viz. Rajat Kami Bhadra (CW Si) 
Dinabandhu Difeta (CW 82) and NLkJiii ChandrajChatak (CW 83), the evidence of me 
fojmer cannot be accepted for the. following reasons 

i) The witnesses who claimed t^iat the Sadhu was Netaji were only occasional 

\ 

visitors to the Ashram and they\ave not produced any reliable document in 
support of their such claim except that CW 79 produced a letter which, according 
to him, was handed over by the Sadhu on October 15^ 19£7 authorising him to 


no 


coiieci / raise donations on behalf of the Ashram and which was not found, when 
examined by handwriting experts at the instance of the Commission aiong with 
the admitted handwriting of Netaji, to . have been written by the latter, and 
ii) , CW 81, who used to look after the stores of the Ashram during. 1 96 1 -1967, CW 


82, who was also connected with the Ashram since it was established in 1959 and 

is still with it, and CW 83, who is a • senior practising Advocate m Jalpaiguri 
\ . • » 

Courts and| also a lecturer in Jalpaiguri Law and was looking after the 



litigations concerning and/or relating u) the Ashram, categorically stated that the 
Sadhu had denied in no uncertain terms that he was Netaji bom in wedlock of 
Janaki Nath Bose and Bivabati Bose and asserted that he wasJx>rn in a Brahmin 
family of East Bengal (now' Bangladesh) and reiterated his aforesaid 
denial/assertion in various meetings held in the Ashram as also in meetings 
outbid?. This was corroborated by another witness, viz. CW 102 S S. Padhye. 
Admittedly, Nefaji was bom in a Kayasthya family of Cuttack in the State of 
Orissa. 

4.13.4 Before the Khosla Commission also some witnesses made a similar statement as 

f 

would be seen from the evidence of Dr Pabitra Mohan Roy (KW 176) and Shri Surenydra 
Mohan Ghose (KW 154) before whom the Sadhu had stated that he was not Netaji and 
was not the son of Janaki Nath Bose. Distinguishing the Sadhu’s appearance, accent and 
his manner of speaking from those of Netaji, Niharandu Dutta Majumtiar, who .deposed 
before the Khosla Commission as witness No. KW 174, stated that the Sadhu did not 

V 

resemble Netaii and he spoke the’diaiect of the Sylhet border in Last Bengal* vvbereas 
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Netaji was a man of Cuttack (Orissa) with his ancestral home in South 24 - Parganas 
(West Bengal). 

4.13.5 When Vje real identity of a person is the issue his evidence js undoubtedly of great 
1 

importance unless, of course, it is proved that he was suppressing his identity with an 
oblique njoljve or purpose. As in the instant case there is no reliable evidence to prove o 
that the Sadhu was Netaji, the question of his (Netaji’s) death in Dehradun in 1977 does 
Qot arise. 
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/S' 41 ' 

i 


t>y 


4 




1 

\ \ 



1 12 

,(iv) Death in Sheopurkalan 


4. J4 One of the persons who responded to the Notification issued by the Commission 
in accordance with Rule 5(2)(b) of the Commissions of Inquiry (Central) Rules 1972 by 
filing a statement (supported by an affidavit) was Shri Jagannath Prosad Gupta, a resident 
of village Nagda In the district of Sheopurkalan (Madhya Pradesh). He asserted that 
daring the days of struggle for freedom of India a plane crash-landed in the neighbouring 
village of Pandola and the three persons who survived the crash were a ‘Sadhu’, Col 
Habibur Rahman and Hitler. Later on, the ‘Sadhu* came to their village and started 
living on the bank of the river nearby. The l Sadhu’ who carried the name of Jyotirdev 
u$ed to correspond regularly with the senior officers and used to go out of the village 
frequently. According to Shri Gupta, the ‘SatpuP . was none other than Netaji and he 
died on May 21, 1977 in Sheopurkalan. HeN^stly stated that after his death the. 
Government of Madhya Pradesh had seized all records pertaining to the ‘Sadhu' and, 
according to him, those documents contained proof of his identity as Netaji. Three 

k 

affidavits sworn b$\ Ram Bharosi Sharma of village Nagda, Karlar Singh of village 
Raipura, and Gurdayal Singh of village Mohana were filed in support of Shri Gupta’s . 
statement. 

4,14.1 In course of the inquiry the Commission examined all the above four persons at 
Sheopurkalan (CWs 26, 27, 29 and 30). Besides, Mrs. Dulari Bai of village Nagda, 
whose association with the "Sadhu’ transpired during the examination of the above 
witnesses, was also examined (CW 28). The statements of these five witnesses 
undoubtedly prove that a ‘Sadhu’ by the name Jyotirdev lived in the district of 
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SheopurJcaJa/i for quite a number of years and that he died there on May 21, 1977 but 
c heir claim that the ‘Sadhu’ was Netaji is wholly unfounded. 

4. 14,2 Admittedly, none of them saw Netaji earlier nor are the documents filed by them 
have any relevance to the issue. Besides, the documents seized by the police from the 
residence of the ‘Sadhu’ after his death at the instance of Shri Gupta did not at ail support 
his contention that those documents would unmistakably prove that the ‘Sadhu' was 
Netaji, So far as the story of plane crash in 1946 is concerned, it is patently absurd on i:^ 
face of it and nei^not be delved into. For the foregoing reasons the claim of the above 
five witnesses that iietaji.died at Sheopurkaian on May 21, 1977 has got to be rejected 
outright. 
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(v) \ Death in Faizabad 

j 

\ i \ 
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4.15 The story relating to death of Netaji in Faizabad originates from the statements 
(supported by affidavits) filed by Dr. Alokesh Bagchi of Gorakhpur, Shri Ashok Tandon, 
Shri Shakti Singh and Shri Kailash Najh Jaiswal of Faizabad in response to the statutory 
Notification issued by this Commission. The common case that has been made out by 
them in their statements is that after the death of Stalin in March, 1953 Netaji escaped 
from the then Soviet Russia and after coming to India lived at different places in l/ttar 
Pradesh and lastly at i Rambhawam > in Faizabad. The detailed particulars of those piaces 

i 

and duration oifps stay there have been incorporated in their statements. Their further 
claim is that in September, 1985 he left ‘Rambbawan’ for an unknown destinaijoru 
leaving behind a large number of household articles including his family photos, books, 
letters and other documents in that house; and the custody of the same was taken by the 
District Magistrate of Faizabad and kept in the treasury there, following an inventory 

prepared in terms of the direction given in 'Writ Petition No. 929 of 1986 filed by his 

T " 

(Netaji’s) niece Lalita Bose and two others. \ 

4.15.1 To work out the information ftimisljed through those statements and ascertain the 

V 

truth thereof the Commission visited Faizabad and inspected all the articles kepi in the 
treasury. On thorough scrutiny of more than 2,600 items lying there the Commissian felt 
that about 700 of them might be relevant for its purpose and accordingly brought them to 
its office in Kolkata. As some of those letters were sent by different persons from. 
Kolkata, the Commission examined some of them. In view of the claim made by a few 
of the witnesses examined that the writings in some books and journals found in 
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Rambhawan were those of Netaji, they were sent for examination by handwriting 
experts. Besides, some teeth found there were sent for DNA test to ascertain whether 
they belonged to Netaji’s lineage. 

4.15.2 In asserting their claim that Netaji lived at various places in the State of Unar 
Pradesh as an ascetic holy man under two different names, viz. Gumnami Baba and 
Bhagwanji, 31 persons have deposed before this Commission. While according to some 
of them he died at ‘Rambhawan* in Fa^bad on September 16, 1985 where he last 

resided, a few others claimed that he had left Faizabad in that month. Of the 

\ 

deponents, the evidence of the following has to be left out of consideration altogether, as 
it is either hearsay or based on belief without any substantial material in formation 
thereof: Dr. Alokesh Bagchi (CW. 17) , Shri Viswabandhu Tewari (CW 18), Shn 
I.B.Saxena (CW 19), Dr. Ramendra Pal (CW. 58) and Shri Kaiiash Nath Jaiswai (CW 

60). 

The next set of persons coming under the above category' are three journalists 
Shri Ashok Tandon (CW, 33), Dr. Viswambharnath Arora (CW 63) and Saved Kauser 

Hussain (CW. 64) as their claim is based on the result of their investigation into the 

/ 

mystery surrounding Gumnami Baba as also the several articles they wrote in their 
respective newspapers, magazines and books, relying upon the statements made before 
them by several persohs (some of whom have been examined by this Commission) 

Then comes another group of persons whose evidence on this issue cannot be 
entertained as they admitted that they bajd not S££fi,_Gumnami Baba These witnesses arc 

v 

Shri Gur Basant Singh (CW, 39), Shri Shaihi Singh (CW. 42), Shn Nirupam Nlisra (CW 

\ 

i 
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59), Shri Rabindra Nath Shukla (CW, 61), Prof NandaJaJ Chakra bartj (CW 95) and 
Shri DulaJ Nandy (CW.107). 

Another set of witnesses to whose evidence reference has to be made only to be 
rejected comprises those who have not seen Netaji before August, J945 but claimed 
that one 'Mauni, Baba 1 who was also known as Sant Samrat Yogi and who used to live 

I 

in an Ashram in the district ofSitapur wjis Nejajj. In support of their claim two oi 

■ 

them prbduced few photographs of Mauni Baba\ a bare glance of which shows that 

they have no resemblance whatsover with hjetaji. The witnesses who fall under this 

\ 

category are Shri Raghuraj Singh Rathore (CW. 20), Baba Bhandari @ Shew Bhagwan 
(CW.35) and Shri Shyam Narayan Bind (CW. 57). Besides, Co!. A. B. Singh (CW. 41), 
who was formerly with IN A and knew Netaji since his IN A days, testified that on 
February 19, 1996 he went to Sitapur and saw Mauni Baba. According to him, he was 
impressed as Mauni Baba’s appearance was similar to that of Netaji. Since it has been 
found that the photographs of Mauni Baba have no similarity whatsoever with Netaji, 
the evidence of this witness also cannot be entertained 

4.15.3 Following the exclusion of the evidence of the above witnesses for life 
reasons aforesaid, the evidence of the remaining witnesses on this issue may now be 
detailed and discussed. 

4. ] 5.4 Dr. P Banerj£& (CW 37), who was a resident of Faizabad , stated that in the year 
1974/1975 he^ong with his parents had*gone to the residence of a saint at Brahmakund 

i l . 

in Ayodhya, as he was given to understand byNais father that he was none otner than 
Netaji. Initially, he and his family members were not allowed to see the saint as he used 
to sit behind a curtain. However, their persuasion yielded result in that the saint talked 
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to them face to face. Their such interaction prompted his parents to say that the saint 
was none other than Netaji. Since, however, he himself did not assert that the saint was 
Netaji his evidencXiu this regard is nothing but hearsay. The other two members ol his 
family who deposed before this Commission were his wife Sm. Rita Banerjee (CU 65) 
and his mother-in-law Sm. Bithi Chatterjee (CW 71). Both of them averred that they 
had seen ‘Gumnami Baba’ on several occasions while he was living in Brahmakund 
during 1975-76, but as the former based her claim on her belief only and the latter 
stared that though she had seen Netaji in Lucknow Ln or about the year 1943 she found it 
difficult to say whether Gumnami Baba was Netaji - their evidence does no! assist the 
Commission in answering thus issue. 

The next witness on this point is Shri |Raj Kumar Shukia (CW 38) whose mother 

Sml. Saraswati Devi Shukia was the attendant^f Bhagwanjj (she could not be examined 

by this Commission aij she had already expired ) . According to this witness, his mother 

came in contact with Bhagwanji in 1 # 955-1956 at Singarnagar,, Lucknow and she 

worked with him till his death on September 16,1985 at Ram Bhavan, Faizahad- His 

evidence discloses that while living with his mother at the places where Bhagwanji 

resided till his death he saw quite a number of persons of Kolkata visiting Bhagwanji. 

In detailing their names he gave out that Smt.Leda Roy , Prof. Samar Guha , Dr.Pabitra 
I * 

Mohan Roy and Shri A/nai Roy used to come on January 23 (Netaj; s birthday) and 
during the Durga Puja festival almost every year. His evidence further indicates that the 
visitors were allowed to talk to Bhagwanji from befrirulajcunain. As regards the identity 
of Bhagwanji his evidence is that he heard from his mother that he was Netan and 
since then he shared the same belief. Though his evidence does not Ln any way prove 
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that Bhagwanji was Netaji, it at least proves that quite a number of eminent persons 
from Kolkata used to visit Bhagwanji. 

I 

4.15.5 Next comes some of those people of Koikat^\v/ho used to frequently go and 
meet Bhagwanji / Gumnami Baba wherever he lived during the period from 1963-1983. 
The first witness in this category is Shri Sunil Krishna Gupta (CW 91). HLs evidence 
is that in or about 1963 Shri Sure sh Bose (elder brothers f Netaji) told him that Netaji 
was reportedly staying in Naimisharanya in the district of Sitapur in Uttar Pradesh. On 
getting that news he went to Naimisharanya and met a Sadhu in a temple there. To 
interact with the Sadhu he stayed there for ten days. Since then he used to go and meet 
him wherever he resided almost every year on January 23 and during Durga Puja . He 
addressed that Sadhu as Bhagwanji. According to him, the other frequent visitors were 
Dr. R.P. Misra , Dr. Pabitra Mohan Roy , who was attached to the secret service of 
fNA, Shri Shiba Prosad Nag and others. Heladmitted that he had. not seen Netaji before 
August 18, 1945^but averred that after seeing and interacting with Bhagwanji he was 
convinced that hd was none other than Netaji. He next stated that at the instance 
Bhagwanji he went to Taihoku to watch the proceedings of Khosla Commission and on 
return apprised him of all the details thereof. Hqjastly stated that he maintained a 
diary in which he recorded the resume of his talks with Bhagwanji. 

The other witnesses who fall in this category are: Shri Suiajit Dasgupta (CW 94), 
Shri Jagatjit Dasgupta (CW 96), Shri Tarun Kumar Mukhopadhyay (CW 97) and Shri 
Bijoy Kumar Nag (CW 98). They also admitted that they had not seen Netaji before 
August 1945 but asserted that frequent meetings with Bhagwanji led them to conclude 
that he was Netaji. Like Shri Gupta, they also diarised the talks they had with 
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Bhagwanji. In his testimony Shri Nag , however, further stated that Bhagwanji used 
to talk about various events of his earlier life^ including his days in IN A from which 
he was convinced that) Bhagwanji was none bht^Netaji. He also produced before this 
Commission a book titled ‘Oi Mahamanab Ashey’ fin two volumes) wherein he has 
incorporated what Bhagwanji told him. He also referred to a monthly journal 
Nayashsree’, of which he was the editor, where also the same issue was written about 
4.15.6 The last set of witnesses making identical claim comprises Shri Durga Prosad 
Pandey (CW 32), Shri Srikant Sharma (CW 40) and Shri Apurba Chandra Ghosh (CVV 
99). The common thread that runs through their evidence is that they saw' Nclaji before 
1945 and had meetings with ‘Gumnami Baba’. While according to Shri Pandey, he met 
‘Gumnami Baba’ when he was living in Basti in the year 1967 almost every night tor 
about nine years,. Shri Sharma claimed that he had met film in 196.1 while he was in 
Naimisharanya a^a saint. The Iasi witness on this point, viz, Shri Ghosh testified thru 
he had seen Netaji| in Dacca in 1939 and in Kolkata several times before 1945 and 
again in Basti in the year 1965 while he was living as a saint there and thereafter on two 


occasions. He further stated that in course of his conversation Bhagwanji enquired of 
him (the witness) abc^ut ‘Bahadur’ who was a darwan in his (NetajPs) Elgin Road , 


residence and also asked him whether he had ^en a calendar with a picture of Goddess 


. ‘Kali” in the room. 

4.15.7 Apparently, there is no reason for not acting or relying upon the evidence of the 
last two categories of witnesses particularly of the category who had seen Netaji before 
1945 and also met Bhagwanji / Gumnami Baba face to face on a number of occasions, 
more so when their evidence regarding the frequent visits of some freedom fighters. 
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eminent politicians and former members of IN A on January 23 and during the Durga 
Puja festival is supported by the fact that letters written by some of them including Prof. 
Samar Guba, Dr.Pabitra Mohan Roy and Ms. Leela Roy were found in R&mbhawan 1 . 
But , as the discussion to follow will unfold, t^ere are other formidable facts and 
circumstances on record which stand in the way of this Commission in arriving at a 
conclusive finding that Bhagwanji / Gumnami Baba was none other than Netaji. 

4.15.8 it cannot be denied that a reliable piece of documentary evidence in support of 
the ocular version of the witnesses referred to ‘earlier could have been furnished i 1 
photographs of Bhag^wanji / Gumnami Baba were taker^by those persons who claimed 
to have interacted with hum face to face on a number of occasions since 1963 and an 
opportunity given to this Commission to compare the same with the admitted 
photographs of Netaji. 

CW 91, CW 94, CW 96 and CW 97 have filed a joint statement along with 
others (supported by an affidavit) in response to the public Notification issued by this 
Commission asserting that Netaji did not die in a plane crash on August 18, 1945 but 
they were conspicuously silent about the entire episode of Netaji’ s living in disguise 
as a saint long thereafter, even though they could have furnished proof in support of 
their assertion. So far as the remaining witnesses, who testified that 3hagwanji 
Gumnami Baba was Netaji, are concerned, thel did not even file any statement before 



this Commission in support of their such claim. 

It does not stand to reason that when an inquiry was being held by the Khosla 
Commission (1970-74) to ascertain whether Netaji _ was alive or he had died in the plane 


crash and Shri Gupta knew for certain that Netaji \*as alive he would not divulge that 



-fact to the Commission at least (if not to others) during its hearing in Delhi,! aihoku 
and other places which he attended. .The explanation that he offered for his such unusual 
stance was that he was under an oath of secrecy against its disclosure but it is extremely 
difficult to rely on that explanation, more so when he has now divulged that fact tnspite 
of chat oath. 

4.15.9 The reports of the experts to whom the handwritings appearing in son: 

books and journals found in ‘Rambhawan* [vere sent for comparison with the admitted 

\ 

handwritings of Wetaji materially differ, while one of them viz Shri B. Lai, Ex- 
Government Examiner of Questioned Documents, New Delhi (CW 1 19) has given a firm 
opinion that those (both Bengali & English ) were of Netaji , Shri Amar Singh and Shri 
M, L. Sharma (CTA( 121)of the Office of the Government Examiner of Questioned 
Documents, Government of India, Simla, who have filed a joint report, and Dr. S. K 
MondaJ of Forensic Science Laboratory, Government of West Bengal, Koikata (CW 
120) have given a contrary opinion. Such divergent opinion and absence of am 
evidence from any person conversant with the handwriting of Nciaji that the questioned 
writings were of Netaji is another impediment to the safe acceptance of the orai version 
given in this regard. 

4.15.10 Five teeth oui^fnine,ffbund in ‘Rambhawan* along with samples oi blooci 

collected from two descendants on the father’s side and three descendants on the 
mother’s side of Netaji were sent to the Central Forensic Science Laboratory. Koikata for 
DNA profiling test to fix the identity of the person to whom the teeth belonged After 
subjecting thr^ee of the five teeth to the above test Dr. V.K.Kashyap, DNA Expert and 
Director of the Laboratory submitted a detailed* report wuh the following opinion: 


\ 
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‘"From the morphological examination and analysis of SRY gene, 
mL£N r 4 (HVS I & HVS II), and Y-STR loci in the forwarded Exhibits 1- 
10, it can be concluded that forwarded teeth - (Exhibits 2 to 4 ) belong to 
a single human aged male individual - (alleged Gumnami Baba). Fhe 
individual - Source of the teeth does not belong to either maternal or 
paternal DNA lineage of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose , therefore, can not 
be of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose.” 

4.15.1 1 He w us thereafter examined by this Commission as CW 126 in course 

of which his report was exhibited ( E^t. 222 A). He was cross-examined at length by 
some of the deponents to bring home their pol^thal no reliance could be placed on his 
opinion but their attempt failed. Since the report categorically states that ail the teeth 
belonged to a single human aged male individual and since except Gumnami Baba, the 
only other aged member who stayed with him ail along was Sou Saras war i Devi Shukla , 
the negative finding recorded by Dr. Kashyap quotedNsarlier also militates against the 
eyewitnesses’ account. 

4.15.12 In fine, in absence of any clinching evidence to prove that^ 
Bhagwanji/Gumnami Baba was Netaji the question whether he (Netaji) died in 
Faizabad on September 16, 1985, as testified by some of the witnesses, need not be 


answered. 
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Chapter Five 


Conclusions 


l/o?) 

y ^ 


5. 1 In view of and in conformity with the preceding discussion the response oi the 
Commission to the 'terms of reference, seriatim, is as follows - 
•X (a) Netaji Subhds Chandra Bose is dead; 

He did not die in the plane crash, as alleged; 

The ashes in the Japanese temple are not of Netaji, 

(d) In absence of any clinching evidence a positive answer cannot be given; 

/ 

and 

(e) Answer already given in (^) above. 

5.1.1 As regards the ancillary query > '(vide paragraph 3 of the Notification} the 
Commission is of the view — consequent upon its above findings - that 
undertaking the scrutiny of publications touching upon the question of death or 
otherwise of Netaji. the Central Government can proceed on the basis that he is 
dead^itet did not die in the plane crash, as alleged. 
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Chairman 


Kolkata 
November 07. 2005 
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237)3.2000, J 3.06.2000, 31.08.2000 6c 28.00.2000 (copy enclosed lot 
u.’idy reference) of Justice Muldicijce Commission of Jinjuiry dii cciiy 
‘horn the Secretary of the Commission for cmnpjianco 

,v .As mentioned earlier, our Organization has no records rciaiing io 
die events as it was funned only on September 21, 1968. 
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In view of above, ii is felt that no further action from <■ 

(. )i yauisa/toji is called for so fu‘ as the proceedings oi 'he ConmusAub a ; e 
concerned.- This aspect may kind!}' be confirmed. 
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I hrectoi (IS-i), 

Ministry uf Home Affairs, 

No i th JJlock, 

AAA!Ad.>lU.]jliyiL 

Ccj'w to : Slu i P.IC. ocuguphi, 

Secretary 

Justice Mukhcjjee Commission of lmjiiiiy 
'ir JJlock, (Third Floor) 

1 )/A A lii /a Giiaiib Sheet, 

Calcutta 700 08 7. 


Yours 


p.k. 



maThur ) 




\ 


I 



Fi-of, 61" IA . 

jftfS !••:'!{ OF VAllUAftm 

ir.'.Kj-'A) 


A * * '■o."x ? j (k 

' I '.-.&i/ 27, South' Avonuo f 1 A 

(■■-'M; NEK .-Dam-llc 


her’." Pr-inig Minister, 


M 

rr^j c< 


Annexure-A / 3 

0 , , (Collectively) 

ora JonyjT. 7 , — : *— 

Sm*V) 


A S/" 75' 


-i ^ 


\A^7 


In continuation of ay letter dated 21st December, 7. 
I have to inform you father that the f Prino Miniotor 
Secretariat files f vhich^have been “sent to Netaji Inquiry 
Cenai scion shew that a vary vital document, No . 12 ( 226)/56-Pf 
^regarding "Investigation into circ instances leading to the 
death of Slibhash Chandra Bosc n haa been de stroy ed* 

I am enclosing herewith a copy/of tho notings 


Ct ( ^ " over i^the filcso 

\ 

\ 

j 1 don f t Jcro'.v rchoth or -such a vital file lias boeo 
destroyed or withheld. I trould request you to investigate 
into the Patter and find out v/n other tho files mentioned in 
my earlier letter to you as also about one in it, have real] 
been destroyed and if- go, tho reasons thereof. I hope you 
trill consider it essential that these vital files should be 
forwarded to the Netaji Inquiry Coeval sslon , for arriving at 

4 

a correct conclusion about the oatterr relating to dis- 
appearance of Mctoji oubhach Chandra 0oso« 

r ap expecting replios to ary letters addressed to 

you in connection with GoVernaont filoc ouoplied to tho 

\ 

t'etaji Cosurissicn, ' 


With kind regards 




Ifidira GancT iii, 
F.\\ ! .rno rivffiscQr of Jmaicie 
J551Y DF'UlTrs, 


Yoar^ clncer cly, 
(SAMAR. GUY A) 
[n^OAt 0-0 
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u ! .'.u;illy all British record:; relating Co Subhuu Chanuro 
i jL c J i arc mere than 30 year; old, Jifiv.? been released at 
i-it? ic j’.econl OJCjC5.cc and at the British Library. 


publi c record Office : See a readied lice Cor 1 CHS- <17. 


t i L id) Library : 


See attached :ioce. U:i: is u 
collection of 1913-19*17 tales uL 
L h e Indian Political 
I n L c 1 1 lienee o l g a 1 1 l :s a i/. j. o 1 1 ' .1 P J 

in the ijeric; L/ 1* U J/i2 Pub.L ie 
and On d i c i-u 1 Depa r t me i \ L 
(So p a r ate). 1 •: c 1 o : i : ; e d /\ u | ■ * / ; r 

l 9 y v . 


The only papers which remain closed arc: 


a £ e w popers^ rn die £ i 1 e s o C the I n L e i 1 i g 0 1 1 c e and 
Security Agencies which do not add to the 
substantive j^ccbjunt in the IPX Office collection. 
These Intel Ti-g^ dee records are withheld from 

i ■< 

release *./ i t h die., pp ro va.l of the Lo r d C h a nc e 1 .! o r , 
m accordance Section 3(d) of t!;e Public 


PccoruB Act; 


one pci per from the I PI collection ‘which is ret ■ no! 
c-ii grounds o£ continuing pc r social sent; i t i vi L / . 

\ 


V 


>1 


\ 
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.0 202/. 5 2 5 Apl 1905 J opane sc- Indian Focojc Command: guid 

to activities 


5 16 Aucj 1-15 

.f y a Aug iims 


Japiinese-indiiia rot'cc-i Command: 
supplementary guide to Indian ftiUona 
Army in Malaya 

Malaya: disposal, status , i.>l i 1 - - 

01 Indian National A itny 


•i u V j Aug - Doc 
19 0 5 


Indian National Army 


\:n ruo/isu -; a nov 02 - 
llov 05 


\ 


Indian traitors, fifth co 1 umn 1 r» t.s 
trained by Japanese: Indian Irdep’ru 
League: Indian National Army 

of various organisations employed 
Japanese for espionage, sabotage, 
propaganda: reports on activities. 

British counter measures 


:o 'Oil / j 51 2 1912-7 k . 
■0 371/56771 1916 


Subhas Chandra 
d c a t \ \ 1 

Indian-Soviet 
press article) 


Dose: activities an c 

relations ( fl 2 7 7/1 3 6 /3c 
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D.U.NU. JMCI/CI .'AIRMAN’S COlililiSPONDHNCli/SOOO-Olfflffll 


J:ni(i:u y 


Oc:ir !. 


(. ’ 

* I 

" h 


Please excuse me lor this belated response to your letter elated JXceinbcr I. 200 i wT : W’ 
m .icIjeiJ my hands on December 26. J am twimnely grolcJu) lo you Jor the trouble yon 'm- 
in ijei i aka i to make available lo our Commission some of the confidential and clas.-bbcd c> 
the Iniclhyvnec and Sccurily agencies iblluwing my personal rctjucsl to you d m mg our Ld 
to 1 .oiidon 


I he files merit iuucd itt the letter dated December I, 2001, addressed !o you I >y die 
lloifhlc I he Loid lr\'inc ol Lain:, were minutely studied by us during our aluic-aid vrni 
I tinfoil and steps base already been taken lu obtain micro- li|nis / miuo-Jicbc.s oj the w 
jwovis in the nho\e two Ides, besides others. I he letter ol Lord Irvine furihvi indicate*- t 
kw ;ele\ ant papers Irom (he Itlcs ol Intelligence and Security Agencies arc hem/: u’lnmrJ 
tit. - av.v-iieies \e r i h his uppiovnl but those papers do not contain any additional udm a;:: ■ 
(olamiy it- Subhas Chandra Duse's death. Nonetheless, those papers in d/e retained I’d ~ - 
hope lulls, lurnisli some materials regarding the alleged disappearance ol Siihhas C.. kama . ■ • 
and flic/ebv leintuc all surts o/ speculations and doubts in that regard. May J. iheaeloie, ’cqiM 
'on lo kindly impress upun Lord Irvine to give us an access to those retained papers. 


lit 

to 

ir,l 


( once again thank you for the cooperation and assistance extended by you in the 
Commission and sincerely' hope that the Commission will similar assistance and cooperation 

\' S i/K !-» , r<r-»*.v r-’tj.r- v 

Yours jV/vt.-N; . 


ho in sou in future also. 


y! ht / # a, • ■ M 

i 


I he l\t. I lon’hlc The Lord Archer oi iSandwell, Q.C. 
1 1 mhcioll. 

II II View Load. Wravsbury, Staines 
M/ddC^.w 

I v l‘> 5l .() 

1 ,oi,\ [oil 
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The K(. I Ion. The Lord Archer of Sandwoll, Q.C. 
1 1 it; hero 1 1 j 

Mill View Road \ 

WYaysbury ’ 

Monies 

Middlesex TW1‘J5I;Q 
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JL[^U , 


I 

jhanh vo u iur your Idler ol 29 September, in winch, (uiluwmg our emner l 
mi (li: ■. mailer, you oudined the iiisiory of (he events surrounding (he de.T. 

Indian independence campaigner, Sublias Chandia Dose. You asked lor my keY - 
die .retrieval of Dies relating lo these c veins. 

J have looked into this thoroughly and consulted die Keeper of Public Kccoid. 
understand (hat all ihc material on Sublias Chandra Dose, previously retained by (I 
Cabinet Office and die Foreign and Commonwealth OfDce, has been pameu n 
rubliu Record Office and is open for public inspection. The India 0 ' c at me 
Libiaiv also holds a number of files on this subject. These iccords wcic urn . 
dosed for longer lhan thirty years but have recently been opened, with erne x«. . 
winch is dosed on (he grounds of continuing personal sensitivity ant . j am r cd 
does not i chile to die circumstances oi llic death of Sublias Chandra De c 

A lew jclevanl papers Iiom the Hies of the intelligence and security agencies am 
retained by those agencies, Nviili jny approval; however, these papcis do a.t con. 
any additional information relating to Sjubhas Chandra Hoscs’s death mat is nut 
files available at the Public Record OliiK; or the British Library, they cue i an lx . 
a matter of principle, because the peacetime Dies of the intelligence and sceuuo 
agencies are not released, ralhcr lhan because of thei r pailiculor content. 

C H the iceords dial :uv open to die public at die Public. Record yL'icc, you in . mow 
dial the fulJb^vmg two aie of particular relevance: 


4 


AnneKure-A/5 
(Col lecLlvcly ) 


1 in i i<m t ) J 1 1 1 ' < ■ , Political Pi pa i t mm Is, (.’moral Correspondence: 
i ;i\ isli;‘:iiioN inlu l lie death in an air crash in Formosa ofSulyias Ciiamli.i JC.'sc*. 
Irndcr of Indian National Army (Jin ing Second World War, FC)^7 J/l 2 1 0 J 2 

M.n l ) I fu/c, Piroelntafe til' Military Operations ami Intelligence: Sablnr; 
(Jnindi a ljusc: activities and death, WO 20£i/3tfI2 

In view of i i ic accessibility of these lilcs, a meeting with Mr Justice Muhhcijee and 
Mi Si ni‘Uj>ta dues not appear to me to be necessary. You are hue tu show (hi:; letter 

iu the Jikli^e. i 


Yours t/, 

z^UM/V 
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Loiiiiim i> V. J A (V\V 
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. ■ v l i r KuMie r.) re 

Ci i : *j / on uj f Jnc|in ry _ dth LJceemucr *110* 





j am 'jOitv that it hci?j taken SO 1 0119 to obtain an ansi.-', r ' reci , ! j 

Uiwnin'J lor to our rfcijuost. but J needed Lu wa i L until the ru,i e A 
Recess, since lie was anxious that I should send the leuc-i Lo h» 1: 
person** ) ly , rather than throur/i his Depa rimer; t . 

I • ni lose i. copy of ins reply. 

you see, lie soys that all i:iie files in the India wfi . : 
tiv.’i i 1 «ibl e with one exception, and jives an assuror.ee tha L l) 
j ? t » I re late to Liu ■ death of LSose. | 

1 here are. also some file's with the ^lel 1 i ponce c.ncJ Secnri ■ 1 
I * 1 * 1. rnM i n/s to les Inert they contain no i hfurina l ion wh'th -a u-a 

j v a i ! a u 1 J." 

j dn not know whether the two specific files which do mrntii.M 
lii ;m read by j'oursclf or by nr Seirjupta. Out i do rot think i.n-.' 
ton f i dent i a I files which lie mentioned will be nude rva^lob u . 1 

British Government were minded to dissimulate, they need not . e 
us of their ex i s fence . For myself, I accept the assurance l: at ' 
dc net con t utii any information which is not available a Ire a 

if I can assist fur the)*, please let me know. 
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i I IghurC.J t, 

Hill View Kuad, 
Wj ;i v:.l»»n y, 

• .*».)( iiit:';. 


1 louse uf Lords 
London SW J A OJ'Y/ 


Middle Sf A . 
TWjy’Md; 



Mr Im:;lu:u fl K HuUhcrjcu 
I’mitini s.s i v»n ol Inquiry 
Fuu>j i Sublias Ciiandra hose 
1 ii 1 block, 3rd Floor 
I I f :\ M i rM CJki J .i b 5 tree c 
Kolk.il 7UU03 7 
Audi a 
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forgive me 'lor die delay In responding to your lost letter. 


t It.ivo been discussing the situation relating to the Files wh /.eh h-tvc 
stil) been retained, but 1 leer thaL uty powers of persuasion hove nor 
secured their release. 

I 

Peacetime Files of the Intelligence and \Secu ri i:y agencies ate not 
r i leased because the release oF any one wouVl create a precedent, »nd 
.it wouJd be very diFFicuit alter that to maintain the integrity of the 
general r u J e . 


As For the one paper retained by the India OFfice Library, 1 think 
that privately 1 can guess the nature of die personal sensitivity 
involved, and if I am right, it docs not relate in any way to Subiias 
Chandra Pose. 


If you and die Government of India consider it essential to Cura <Ji:s 
Forward, I can only suggest chat there may bo greater success d 
diplomatic represcMi tn C ions were made between governments. 


1 really am sorry not to be more helpful. 



Ann<?yar<?-X/6 
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^ifserr 

MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
INDIA 


DC No.25/4/NGO - Vol.VIII 


Dear Justice Mu kherjee, 


13 November 2002 


I write with reference to the discussions during- 
October. 


ur meeting on 28 


I have checked the position regarding the hitherto classified papers with 
(he Government of UK, which the Commission would like to access. As you me 
awtiic, our I liyh Commission in London had taken up the matter with the J-oiciyn 
& Commonwealth Office who had conveyed that the papers in question had been 
withheld with the approval of the Lord Chancellor and that they do not add to the 
substantive accost of the circumstances of Neiaji Subhas Chandra Boses 
death that is given ih the files available at the British Li braty. They had furl er 
slated that these papers have been withheld because the peacetime files of the 
intelligence end security agencies are not released as a matter of principle. and 
not because of their particular content. 

However, since the Commission .feels that these papeis could ho of vil-m 
impoilanqc with reference to its mandate, wc^ have again taken up the issue u* 
their release with the British Government anCkwould keep you informed of the 
outcome in this regard . ' 

1 would like to take this opportunity to reassure you of aii possible 
assistance from our side to facilitate the inquiry of the Commission. 

I'Y S/'T r/'V- v 




L V 

- y 
/ 


y 


/ Yours sincerely. 


>V / 

7 / 


Justice fvlouoj Kumar Mukherjee 
Chmunai*, Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquify 
‘B’ Block (3 ,<J floor), 1 1/A fvfirza Ghalib Street 
Koiknlri - 700 087 


(Yoshwcm! o' r li;i) 
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22 May 2 Uin 


\ / i k S um i up 
Counsellor ^Political) 

The High Commission of India 
India 1 louse 
Aldwych 
I amhUxi 

WC2I3 ^IN A 



Fi 


J'tU''- /A 
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Foreign 6c 
Cunimomvcallli 
6 Wee 

Klin; C'luir les Sii'ui 
komlmi 
SWIA 2AL 


l ei: UZO 7UU3 WS 
Fax: 020 7U03 3258 


i 




Dear Vikas 


Thank yuu for your feller .fated 30 April about official records on Subhas Chandra Dose, 1 
am Mtjiy dial this was overlooked whilst 1 was in India. 


1 have again made enquiries of our Records and Historical Department (RlID) and they 
conlimi that our position remains unchanged as set out in lain Lindsay’s letter of M 
December 2001 lo Mr Puri. Virtually nil records that arc more than 30 years old have been 
released to I he Public Record Office or (he British Library. A few relevant papers from the 
hies ol (he intelligence and sccmily agencies arc withheld (with the approval of ihc Lord 
Chancellor in accordance with the Public Records Acts). These papers do not add to (lie 
substantive account of the circumstances of Subhas Chandra Base’s death that is given in the 
j files available at Ihc British Library. They are withheld as a matter of principle, because the 
peacetime files of the ii uclligcnce and security agencies arc not released, rather than because 
af (heir particular content, in addition, one paper from* the Hies available at the British 
Lihrary-is withheld on (he grounds of continuing personal sensitivity. 


1 am son y that 1 am not able lo say anything more helpful on this. 


Y mu s sincerely 




Jonathan 1 homsun 
I lead of India Section 
Soulh Asia Dcp:ulmcnl 



0 






142 


Annexurc - A/8 


Fax No. 
2522765 


JUSTICE MUKHERJEE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY 
For LNQULRTY INTO THE ALLEGED DISAFPERANCE OF 
NETAJI SUB HAS CHANDRA BOSE 

"B" Block, (Third Floor) Chairman 

11/A, Mirz-a Ghalib Street, Kolia ta - 700 087 Secretary 

Officer on 


- 252-2835 

- 252-2767 


Special Duty - 252-2766 
Office - 252-2766/66 


NO. JMCl/DOC(FORj 99-2000-56(IV)/398 


e-mail ; 

jmcinseb@caf.3 vsnl net. in 


From : 


Shri P.K. Sen 
Secretary. 




pta, 

\ 


Shri Vijay Gokhaic, 

Joint Secretary (CNV) 
Ministry of External Affairs, 
Government of India, 

South Block, 

New Delhi - 1 10 001. 


1 November! 1, 2002 

\ 


Sub : Documents, records, files etc. relating to and/or having relevance to 
the points of Inquiry which are in the possession or under the control 
of the Governments of the U. K., the U.S.A., the Russian Federation 
and the other States which were within the erstwhile USSR, Japan, 
Vietnam, Taiwan, Thailand, Malaysia, Singapore, Germany, Ireland 
etc. 


Sir, 


Apropos the Hon'ble Chairman's discussions with the Hon’ble Minister of 
External Affairs, Government of India, on October 28, 2002 in New Delhi, I am 
directed to request you to take appropriate action so that the Government of U. K. 
may be closely pursued by the Ministry of External Affairs, Government of India, to 
get declassified all relevant classified British documents relating to Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose and/or INA which are in the possession and/or under the control of 
the Government of U. 
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I am further directed to request the Ministry of External Affairs, Government 
of India to take necessary effective steps to persuade the Governments of the USA, 
the Russian Federation including all other States which are now sovereign, but 
previously within the erstwhile^ USSR, Japan, Thailand,. Malaysia, Singapore, 
Vietnam, Taiwan, Germany, Ireland etc. to make available or accessible to the 
Commission at their earLiest convenience all documents, classified/de- 
classified /unclassified, containing evidence/ materials relating to and/or having 
relevance to the points of the inquiry, which are in the possession and/or under 
the control of the aforesaid Governments and/or are in the various Archives of 
those countries. 

As regards Russian documents relating to Netaji Sulphas Chandra Bose, I axn 
directed in invite your notice to the d.o, letter No. 25/4/NGO-Vol. VI dt: October 1 , 
2001 of the then Director (CNV), Ministry of External Affairs, forwarding therewith 
. some documents said to have been received through the Indian Mission in Moscow 
from different Archives in the Russian Federation. The documents sent along with 
aforesaid d.o. letter dt : October 1, 2001 included one unofficial translation of a 
note bearing No. 142/3/DA dt : 28 th June, 2001 of the Ministry of the Foreign 
Affairs of the Russian Federation addressed to the Embassy of the Republic of 
India, Moscow. From that note it appears that the documents forwarded along with 
the above-quoted d.o. letter dt : October 1, 2001 pertain to the following Archives : 

a. The State Archives of the Modem History ; 

b. The Archives of R. F. External Intelligence Service, 

c. Archives of the Foreign Pqlicy of the Russian Federation. 

i 

In the said note dated 28 th June, 2001 of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of 
the Russian Federation it was further stated that the following Archives were found 
to contain no documents concerning Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 
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1. The Central Archives of FSB of Russia, 

2. The Central State Archives of R.F. Defence Ministry, 

3. The Russian State Library, 

4. The State Archives of the Russian Federation, 

5. The Russian State Military Archives and 

6. The Russian State Historical Archives of the Far East. 

1 am further directed to request you to kindly refer to your d.o. letter No. 
25/4/NGO-Vol. VIII dt : October 21, 2002 and its enclosure i.e., the list of eight 
Archives, as received by the MEA from the Indian Mission m Moscow, and to say 
that the list sent along with your above-quoted d.o. letter dt: October 2 1, 2002 does 
not prima facie appear to be exhaustiv^ in-as-much as this list does not contain the 
names of four (4) Archives out of the Archives mentioned in the aforesaid 

note dated June 28, 2001 of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, of the Russian 
Federation, a copy of which was received along with the d.o. letter dated October I, 
2001, referred to earlier in this letter. These four (4) Archives are 

a. The Archives of RF External Intelligence Service ; 

b. The Russian State Library ; 

c. The Russian State Military Archives ; 

d. The Russian State Historical Archives of the Far East. 

As regards the list of Archives received along with your d.o. letter dt : 
October 21, 2001 and further state that neither any documents nor any report in 
respect of three (3) out of eight Archives named in the list has yet been received 
These three Archives are 

a. Russian State Archives of Socio Political History (SI. 2 of the list). 

b. President's Archive (APRF) (SI. No. 4 of the list). 

c. Russian State Archives of Audio-Photo Documents (SI. No. 8 of the list). 


Q? 
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I am to further request you to refer to the Commission’s leUer No. 
JMCI/DOC(FOR)/99-2000/56/27 dt: April 17, 2001 forwarding therewith a copy of 
the list of the Archives of the Russian Federation and also the other States, which 
were within the erstwhile USSR, as furnished by Dr. (Mrs.) Purabi Roy and the 
Commission's letter No. JMCI/DOC(FOR)/99-2000/56/(IV)/348 dt : September 27, 
2002 calling for a '’complete list of the names and address of ail the Archives in the 
Russian Federation as also of the other States, which were previously within the 
erstwhile USSR. I am directed to say that no document or report in respect of a 
^number of Archives in the aforesaid list of Archives furnished by Dr (Mrs.) Purabi 
Roy has yet been received, I am to further bring to your notice that a 
comprehensive list of Archives, as called for the above-quoted Commission s letter 
No. 348 dt: 27 September, 2002 is yet to be received from your end. 

1 am, therefore, directed to request you to kindly expedite reply to these 


letters. 


Yours faithfully. 


Sd/- 

(P. K. Sengupta) 


Secretary 
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Vr tJic Secretary 

llon'hle Justice Mukhcrjce Commission of Inquiry 
Kolkatn 



1 c^ 



rt'J 

^ 'i s.f 


Sic, v 

Pursuant to our demands in page 127 of our petition Jbr collection of documents from 
abroad, the I Jonourable commission is hereby urged upon to visit U.S.A, U K and 
Gcrmrinv lor die reasons stated as under : 


1 . Hngland: In reply to Mr. A mu lend u Guha’s Idler to Tuny Dkih in 1 99-V, 1 Ik 
F oreign :mu Commonwealth oiljcc.LomloryM/brmcci that all relevant papers : u 
the treatment of Netaji and other members of I.N. A would be found in Voi. Vi o! 
the Transfer of Power, Pubiie Record Office , London, and die British Libra - '- . fn 
view of (he same, tiic commission should examine documents relevant to T 
terms of reference especially Mouriibat Leifs diary and all other papers on Netaji 
categorized as ‘Top secret,?’ in the national archives of England. Also the Anglo- 
American Intelligence reports have to be scrutinized in this connection. 


2. U.S.A : The Mon’ble commission should visit U.S.A to examine 

rOcomnumicniion between Mcarthcr and MouiUbatlcn b) U.S Naval intelligence 
icpnjf regarding Netajrs activities liom the J7‘ h August to iJjc 25 l>1 . August 194.5 


c) coimmmicntioii from General Mcarthcr to the U.S President Truman from the 
1 i . August to 31 ^ 1945 yd) Documents in the Pr/linceton University especial, y 
Louis Fischer’s communication to Gandhi, KJmrshcd Naoroji, the U.S 
IVesieJenuhe Prime Minister of lir.glamj and other prominent Political 
personalities in regard to Netaji and Indies indcpcndcncc,nnd the response 
fhe/eto. c) Llliot Lrikson’s article ofFobrukry 1954 published m National 
Republic- a monthly magazine of Fundamental Americanism which say;; 1 There 
. is n strong possibility that l3osc is alive’, i) C.LA documents of 1946 which 
. states that there is no in/orniation of Dose’s alleged death and C.l A Document 
i of 19o4 expressing concern for the possible rclurn'of Netaji and its impact an 
die Nehru Government. 


T Germany ; The iiorrble commission shouldwisil Genmmy lor examining 
German military intelligence documents in iWttof an a aide entitled l Liabu 
f- Dose : Man behind the front 1 published in a German intelligence magazine, 

, liiierpi\s$_on 28. 1 0. IJ2:19. 


Vom s faithfully. 
tv* // i { W, 

[ NanJal;;! Chakra barth Petitioner No. J.M.C.l- 1 1 ) 
A //. 
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Vrjay Gckhale 
Join! Sccictory (CNV) 

C.OK'o ?W/?/NGf>Vyl.lX 


Dear Shfi Scngupla, 
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U?5 r-.ri MINISTRY OR EXTERNAL 

NEW DELHI- 
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, 


Please refer to the Commission's letter Mo. Do c( F a r)/99>2 000- *o6( I V)/39G doted 11. 11.2002 
relating tc the archives in Russia. In this connection, I am enclosing herewith a copy of the reply 
received from the Russian Ministry of Foreign Affaiis through our Embassy in Moscow. 


2 Will) reference to your letter No. JMCI/Oveisc3s/Wilncsscs/20OO-Oi/7O/433 dated 
27. 11.2002 regarding Inter alia documents relating to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose in the USA, 
forwarded herewith is the response from the National Archives of USA and Records Administration. 
Maryland. Our Mission in Washington is following up with the other institutions mentioned by the 
National Archives of USA Also, as suggested by this institution, we have asked our Mission in 
London lo check with the British Public Record Office regarding availability of records pertaining to the 
communication between General Mac Arthur and Lord Mountbatten on Netaji. 

}] 3 Willi joforcncc to your letter No. CocfFor)/99.2000/56(IV)/620 dated 3 1 3.2003, 1 would like to 

'/ inform that our Post in £l, Petersburg has been reminded to send the desired report. 

4. Please also refer to your teller No. Ovcrseas/Witncoscs/2002-03/70(Voi HVC'2 1 dalcu — 
1 4 2003. As desiiod by the Commission, (he two letters have been forwarded to Moscow and Si 
Petersburg, respectively. As regards the Commission's request for taking up the matter wi:r, the 
Government of Russia of access lo the archives of thje Federal Security Bureau, we wouid like id draw 
ycur attention to the note verbale dated 29 ;> ' June, 2'0Q1 from the R ussian’Minislry of Foreign Allans 
(copy forwarded with our letter No. 25/«3/NGQ-Vo!.VI d^ted 1. 10.2001) which slates lhai there aro.no 
iccords in this archive relating to Netaji Subhas Chandra Gose. In this connection, we arc enclosing 
another note verbale dated 20 ! * March. 2003 from the Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs fcileraimg 
the same position In view of this, it is left that another reference lo the Russian Mutism/ of Foreign 
/."at is on the same issue wiff not be of much use. 


5. As detued by the Commission, we have asked aur Embassy in Moscow lo chock with the 
witnesses indicated in Ihe enclosure to (he Commission's Ictterdatcd 1.4.2003 about their willingness 
to be examined. by the Commission, and modalities of such examination. 


i 

\ 

Shri P.K.Sengupta 
Secretary 

Justice Mukhmjee Commission of Inquiry, 

- B' Stock, (Third Floor). 

11/A Mica Ghalib Street, 

Kolknla 70G 097 

Ends: As. above 


Yours sincerely. 



(Vijay Gokhale) 


\ 
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,U..idi I 5 . 200.1 

S 1 C. Bella a 
Coiiiim‘ 1 lor 
J mbassy of India 
Whancery) 




IJcn r I )i . i Jchei H ; 



I 'in k. h Imylinid, 

\VV ^ (>if|i! i j • ' I locale any coi^niiii)icahui;S-A>( jCiciJcial MacvVn bur, with Lord Mt-uin batten a 
l'lcsuiciU ll is possible ibni.lhc Truman Presidential Library, (he 

MacAuluii Memorial Libia i y , ami I he British Public RccouJ Office would have. colics of tnc 
». on espondcMcc you rcijncsicil. I heir addresses arc: 

MacAi ;luii h Icnuu :al Libi aiy 
Mac '.A i (inn Sipiaic* 

Nmfolk, \’A 255 10 

J la: i y S. I Miman Li bi ;ny 
5 (H) WesJ IPS. I li^hway 2-1 
Independence, MO 6 - 1050 - 17 PS 

| Public Kecoi d OHjcc, 

Kew 

j Hie lum jihI. Shi i cy 
.! I Wu -11311 

I hi; led K inj:*lc mi 

We also could mu locate a ILS. Navy iiil cjlii’.cu cc iqwri reuardinrj DoscA activities bom Ai - 
O'J-UJLT. I <: 15 . We did, however. locate S^^Am jjx .i nt cl I tuc ncc rcpojjjndicalfm: c 

ai ■ : j • pi y ■>: im;;i ejy Ojuu on Au pu si 1 JT. ! c Aj,\ that |ie was ncmaicd on August 22 or 23 1 9**5 and 
dial the icmains atkjvcd in Tokyo. japan on September 6 .~L\M 5 \Yc arc enclosing a eupy.c;! $b s 
icpon which is Pile Number 2 I 1205 of the Poimeipy ScauilyrCiassificd Nuiiiciicltl Senes of 
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. ,j ti! lu'jmflitC 


I ,1 Ccutial ! nielli i;c»iC'C Agency (CIA) iccouls re^nrdin^ Mr. Dose you will need lo cui 


.me my at: 

I n(ui mat ion and Privacy Cuortii nator, 

{ Imelfhu-ncc Agency 

\ .' •• I >»•»•*.! i > ; 1 .XC, 20505 . 

i lie iev oid:; oT f lie Central 1 nielli police Agency’s predecessors, the Office ofSli atonic Service:; 

( 1*5-12-1 915) ami Die Siraicyie Services Unit { 1 9*1 5- 1 9*16) arc held byjhc National Archives. We 
l,.is o s«;-wi:d indexes to these iccords that you orj-jur represe ntative^) apd/or Die Justice 
,Mi»l.T*i,*ee Commission me \ , ,v!v'imiv; to use k* idenmy records rdatimj to ivlt. Dose. 

i Ik* i.o me similar indexes lo the l : om>crly Sccurity-Ciassi fied Numerical Series of .Intelligence 
I )oi'imu > nis ("ID Nile ") June 1 WM- 1 955 (12iihy t>5A) referenced above, as well ns other military 
1 * 1 . .:l i nl cl I j ye nee records.. There arc undoubtedly records related k> Mr, 13 o sc in the records 
( of i.h'.: Anieiidii limbassv and Consulates in India and a check of the indexes of the Central Pile 
j of (lie General Records ofDopnMmcnl bfStaic (Record Group 59) indicates 7 reference:; lo iimi 
[ lor the 19 id- 19 19 per rod. 

i We arc willing to assist the Indian Government identify. rj^rds to use in our research room, but 
I i-.e are unable lo undeiiake the 1 csem eh ourselves. P*or information about doing resdaren at the 
National Ai chives, including Moms, local ion, and procedures,' please sec tlic Research Room 
see* ion ol our agency's website* >\ , \v\v 1 arclm. , cs.gQv. Additionally, l have ask Dr. Greg Dradsiscr 
i un my >!al)'to answer any questions you may Jiavc regarding records and research at the National 


■\f chocs, lie may beieaclicd cm 301 -.SJ7- i 555. 


Smeci oly. 





LJ. 



1 e.\iual ■\ichi\cs Services Division 



Ann exufe-A/11 


♦ 



I 


N 





Embassy oj tin 1 . Ihutt'.d Slahw uf Am* ;.«• 


New Delhi 
Juno 23, 2003 


Mr, Jayant Prasad 
Joint Secretary 
US-Canada Division 
Ministry of External Affairs 
South Block 
New Delhi 

Ref: Your 1915/JS (USC) 03 


»cc 

taiy 

<JKl, 

t file 

) hilU 


•m ( but 
Yit the 
>on» 

JrAilshcr 
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Dear Jayant: 

I write in reply to your letter of June 17, 2003 In whitl%$g£ refer to the 
obligation on (he Government of Ipdia to provide certain information to the 
Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inqujry into Hie alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. You notaJhat an inquiry by the Indian Embassy 
Washington elicited a statement from the National Archives and Records 
Administration that the U S. Embassy in New Delhi and our Consulates in India 
would be in possession of records bearing on the Commission's deliberations. 

However, notwithstanding the belief expressed by an official of the 
Archives, there are no documents relevant to the period or to the disappearance 
of Mr. Bose in storage at either the Embassy or the Consulates in India. The 
policy of lhe.\Department of State is to retire almost ail olficial records (other than 
on administrative matters germane to property transactions etc.) on a regular 
basis with the Objective of not maintaining records for a longer period than 
approximately two years. These records are forwarded to the National Archives 
for disposition and storage. 

Willi reference to archival research at various American r epos lor es of 
historical documents relevant to Mr. Bose, as identified in the letter wnich you 
have attached to your own communication, I would suggest that as a practical 
matter, Hie Commission select an Indian schofar or graduate student wo 
the United Slates to perform such research. Such cm approach miyi i benotu 
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both the Commission and the scholar or graduate student while keeping 
expenses to a minimum. 

With best wishes, 


Sincerely, 

/Hi. 

Albert Thibault 
Deputy Chief of Mission 


i 
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!‘:;ulyoi Kumar ScncjupM . 

(I- mmer I ' i ? nv’i |>:l I Srcrciary 

in l ho ( m\ c rumen ( of West Pun^al, Judicial JJc|i:ii'(mcii() 
s «: i t rf a ry 

Justice Mukhcj jcc Commission ol* I iiqu iry 


J\ir iuijwi/y inio z/ic aJIc^cd disappearance of 
NcJaji Si ihhas Chandra Bose, Appointed by the G ovi^of 
India, Ministry of I lotno Affairs 
V Glock (3 ,J llooi ), 1 VA Mu2a Ghalib Street, Kolhota-700007 


I'K oi 


\\ 


pr : 

J'jix ; 033-2252-2705 
e-mail ; 

jmciuscb.r/;caI3, vsnl.net. in 


ft 


D O No. JMCI/EO/2002-03/S3(III)/93 

Donr 0Y SPEC D POST 


f 




June 28, 20(M 


Apropos the discussion of die HoiFbic Chairman of die Commission had will/ flic 
llon’blc Minister of EMcrnnl Affairs in New Delhi on 25.6.04 in course of which you, Shfi A soke 
Kanihn. Joinr Secretory (E/\; <£ Slni R.Vemi, Director (EAMO) vveje present, J am directed to 
ic(|ticsl you to kindly take necessary notion to resolve Uic following pending issues to enable the 
Commission to complete its inquiry without any avoidable delay:- 


I) Visi t o f the Commission to Russia for examination of witnesses and documents 
in different archives of Russian Federation. The witnesses whose names and 
addresses *mc available to this Commission arc as follows :• 

I. Mr.h.N.Kouiorov 

Sr.Rcscarch Professor 
Institute of Oriental Studies 
Academy ofScicnccs, Moscow 

2. Mr. A. Kolesnikov 

A Ion ncr Major of iJie Warsaw Pact 


Air. A.V.Roikov 
Professor 

Lipetsk .Slate Teachers’ Training University 
Russia l 


Mr. U.L.Kur.nets 


Finance Academy 

Lenin Grndsltii, Schossc House 49 

Room No. 392 


Mr. A.V, Turadzeve 
Asst. Editor 
Asia and Africa Today 
Institute of Oriental Studies 
Academy of Sciences, Moscow 


n 
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The archives in vvliidi relevant docngn'tijUs Tu7 ■ > “VC-nic c;i J J ^ 

!hc deponents before dm Coinmiro.don and also documents in ihc po.,v. •' * 

(he. CuDiinii'Sio;:, iiieely to bo available, a.e ns follows :- 

a. '! he archives o' J. : FSB, previously known as KGB; 

b. Other official mdaves in Moscow, Paddolsk, Omsk and Jrkuklsk 

** ) DM A t est of the nllc n ed ashes o f Nctaii Subhas Chandra Bo se i n_ J\ on G>j i 

Temple . 

in tiiis connection, your do. letter no. 25/4/NGO-XI dated 31.5. 04 nnd 
iny d.o. letter no. JMCl/EG/2000-2003/83(iii)/S6 dated 17.6.04 in reply there; a 
m;jy kindly be referred to. It may be intimated whether the Chief Priest of the 
Renkoji Temple has been formally requested to make available the oheped 
ashes to die experts who may be appointed by die Commission fbi DNA lost of 
the same. The Commission may also be informed whether any reply to such 
request, if made, has been received. 

) Pr opo s ed visit to Taiwan 

i would request you to kindly refer to my d.o. letter JMCi/Tjjwj;i/2003- 
2004/89/83 dated 15,6,04 on die subject. In that letter you had been requested to 
kindly obtain information on die following points from die Jndia-Taipct 
Association and transmit die seme to die Commission for taking further 
necessary action: 

a. Hotel ehniges for an appropriate suite for die Hon’blc Chairman ol me 

Commission and an appropiiaic room for die Secretary of the Commission 
for three days in Taiwan; ■ j 

b. Transport charges in Taiwan; 

c. Fees, of an interpreter for interpretation from Chinese to English and vic_ 
versa. 

The Commission needs die above information in order to furnish Use 
Ministry of Home Affairs with die probable expenses of die Commission m 
Tni’lvnn. It has been given to understand flint the Commission will have to cairy 
adequate fund Lo meet all expenditure in Taiwan. Thu Commission intend:; to 
visit Taiwan sometime in September 2004. As soon as die reply from you io 
our query regarding die probable expenses in Taiwan will be received, a 
detailed programme of die visit wiii be drawn up and sent to your Ministry and 
Ministry of Home Affairs. 

To engage some suitable willing Indian scholars or students of Fosi Graduate 
class preferably of Law/History/Political Scicncc/Economics etc. to do the job of 
archival research at various American Repositories of idcvant historical 
documents on Nctnji Subhas Chandra Bose 

The aforesaid matter has been pending since long. In this connection I wot* Id 
request you to kindly refer to die second para of die d.o. Icttci no 25/4/NGO-IA 
dated April 22, 2003 of Sri Vijay Cckhalc, the then Joint Secretary (CNV) and iu 
enclosure namely the letter dated March 13, 2003 from Janies J. Has* in.* ■ 

Ui* color, Textual Archives Services Division, National At chives ami Reowd. 

Administration, U.S.A. addressed to Sri S.K.Dchcra, Counsellor, Embassy uf 
India (Chancery), Washington (copies enclosed). 



/ 



Annexure-A/l 2 Subsequently, m $s> a letter dated 1V.06.0J o'. cm; .imnv.w, 

then Joint Secretar., Ministry vf External Affairs, Mr. Albert Thtljr.uK, D*rn.'v 
Chief of Mission • ( Embassy ;:i l/.S.A., suggested dial, ns a p;nc;:f.»d maU'.jr ■ • 
Commission scie»:t :u) htd.au scholar or Post Graduate student wo!l:N:y in 
(J.S.A. to perform ruseaich work rr various American /cpoH'oh*::; oi 'hsk.: i - * ; 
j r n documents iclcvant »o Noiaji A copy of this letter dated mne G, oi 

I t) 0 TfubaulL v: 2 S received a loin; \v,;h she d.o, no. 25/4/?hjO-Vol.i.*.». d.:( - 1 

If, 2003 (copies enclosed). After that, the Commission it’, its kmcr no 
OvcrscasAVimcsscs/20G2-200j/70(Vol.JI)/18S dated 5.M.G3 requeued bn V.,:\v 
Gokbalc, U)c Lhen Joint Secretary (CNV), to send particulars of come soluble 
will iiij; Indian scholars or students of Post Graduate class preferably on 
Law/History/Politicaf Science/Economics etc. mdicating/suggcsting Uic rate of 
remuneration, if any, acceptable to them unless ti icy wcuhl agree to do die job of 
archival resen re! i at various Aincrican repositories of hisloiica} rJocume:'.: 
relevant to Nctaji Sublias Chandra Bose free of remuneration for academic 
interest or for Lheir love and respect for Nof.oji. 


I am directed- to request you to kindly request die Govt, uf Russian Federation to give 
access to tJic Commission to die archival documents in (he archives already mentioned and :ikc 
(he documents and records relevant to die point of inquiry available to die Comm is:, ion. 


An early reply will be highly appreciated. 


Enclo : As above 


Sri L.D.Ralle 
Director (CNV) 

Ministry of External Affairs, 
Go von intent of India, 

SaulJi Block. 

New Delhi I 1 0 GO I 


\ Yours 

A /* 

• f s 

> v o s 

\ * “D ./ ; (P.K. Scii.m;p;:j; 


rL 


x * \ . 1 » 

"• x \\V- 


Secretary 


3Y Sl ’U;0 : vv 


D.O. No. JMCl/EO/2002-03/S3(UI)/93/l 


June 23, 200'! 


Copy forwarded to Shri U. K. Kalra, Director (S) f Ministry of Home Affairs, Government of 
India, North Block, New Delhi-! 10001 for information 
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fqatfyot Knmnr Gcnyupta , 
fi'cmier |‘t iacfpaj Socrchiry 

r f « (he ( iu\ ci c{mc;i( oTWcxsl Efen^at, Judicial llcparfutcul) 
Si'crcln yy . 




.hirdiec Mukhetjee Commission oflriquiry 
for inquiry into the alleged disappearance of 
Nctnji Sublnis Chandra I3osc, Appointed by the Gavt. of 
India. Ministry of I Ionic Affairs 
•Q- Clock (3 ,lf nuof),n/A Mirzo Ghnlib Street, Koikcita-700037 


An n jr xure-A/l 3 

( coiTcc tiy el y ) 



& : 033-2252*2335. 27(i,V6S 
1'u.x ; 033-2252-2765 
e-mail ; 

jnicinscb 0 nl 3 .v^nl.nci.in 


13.0. No. JMCJ/OvcrsaaiS"Wilncs>s/2000-01/70(ni)/I02 


July U6, 2004 


Dear 


Please refer to your d.o. letter No. 25/4/NGO-XI dated June 23, 2004 regarding 
deputation of someone from your mission in Washington or some competent Indian scholars in 
(he U.S.A to do the job of archival research at various American repositories of relevant historical 
documents on Netaji Sublets Chandra Hose. The matter has been pending since long, 'flic 
information ashed for by you in die above-quoted d.o. idler lias already been furnished in para 4 
of my d.o. letter No. JMCi/H 0/2 002 -03/83(^/93 dated June 28, 2004. for ready reference a 
photocopy of die d.o. letter is enclosed. 

I am directed to request you to kindly do die needful to expedite the mailer. 

Yours 

9 

I 

' I \ 

1 .: 1 1 c I : A s st a i ed a b o ve. 

Sri L.IJ.Kaltc 
Director (CNV) 

Ministry of Externa] Affairs, 

Government of India, 

South Block. 

New Delhi 1 10 U01 



G/K. Sengupla) 
Secretary 
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y </ \ :0»y 1.033-252-3705 


jNi; I’AJI SUliHAS CjiAND/M UOSlb 

•13’ Block, (‘l’hiid Floor) 

! I/A Mirza Giiaiib Street, Kolkata 700 0&7 

ncG^icnrr vrpf A/t>. 


.V. >(!*>?¥ < - 

Ofh<rr oil 

nit i July ~ ■ 

U/ftce 

c-:uwf : .• 


NO JMCI/O verseas-Witiness/2000-01/ 

70( III ) /191 . 


VJCotkala, 2nd September * 0? 


From ; 5hri M • Koy, IAS (Retd.), 
officer on Special Duty 

To . : The Director (CNV) , 

Ministry of External Affairs, 
south Block, 

Government of India, 

New Delhi-110001. 


/\f\ 

/ ■ 

■■ la 
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sir, 

I ajn directed to refer to your statement regarding 
para 4(c) (lv) of the Commission * s Status Report for Junc,2u04 
and to state that the Joint Secretary (CNV) was requester by 
Commission's letter No. JMCI/Ovor seas-Wi tness/2002-20Q3/70f II } 
/188 dated 05.08.2003 to send particulars of some suitable 
Indian acholars/s tudents of Post Graduate class available .in 
the USA ind icat ing/sugges ting the rate of r emuner at ion, if 
any, acceptable to them, unless they agree to do the jcb of 
archival research at various American Repositories of relevant 
historical documents relating to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, 
free of remuneration for accademic interest or for the love 
and respect for Netaji, and that it may not be presumed that 
some specific documents have been offered by the American side 
which might be perused by an Officer to be deputed by the 
Indian Mission "in Washington as appears to have been states 
in your said statement at page 2 against para 4(c)(iv), I am, 
therefore, directed to request you to kindly take necessary 
action in the matter as requested by the Commission in its 
aforesaid letter dated 05.08.2003 expedi tiously , unless td •*. 
Officer to be deputed by the Indian Mission in Washington is 
in a position to do archival research, relevant to Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose at various American Repositories of 
■historical documents* What Is needed is research work to find 
out whether there are relevant documents in the archival 
records in the U.S.A, 


Yours faithf 




Ljiiy. 


( M. Roy ) 

Officer on Special Duty 
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CONFIDENTIAL 

C. Rajasekhar 
First Secretary 

T. Armstrong Changsan 
Second Secretary- 

Respected Sir, 

\ 

As per your desire, we w.ent on October 24, 2002 to the Ronkoji 
.Temple in Tokyo and opened tire casket alleged to be containing the mortal 
remains of Netaji Subhas Chandra Boise. The time was between 1530 It: 
1630 hours, and the casket was opened in the presence of the Chief Priest ol 
Renkoji Temple, Rev. Koshi Mochizuki and his wife. 

Photographs were taken during the process, and two sets Containing 
eight photographs each are enclosed. Their description is an follows . 

Plate 1 : In the foreground is the casket wrapped in cloth, with the 

handwritten word "NETAJI SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE". Normally the casket 
is kept inside the shrine which can be seen in 'the background of the 
photograph. The shrine is enclosed in a glass cage. 

Plate 2 : This reveals the contents of the wooden casket. There were 

pieces of what appeared to be bone fragments, greyish in colour. In addition, 
a bundle of brown paper containing something can be seen. 

\ i? , ,• | 

Plate 3 : Another view of the contents of the casket. Two of the flat pieces 

appear to be parts 'if the skull. 
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Plate 4 : The brown paper bundle contained what appeared to be tec i r 

and other bone fragments. 

Plate 5 : Another photo showing the contents of the brown paper bundle 

Plate 6 : a photo of the contents of the casket without the brown pape 

bundle. The contents from below were picked up and placed on top, and n 
picture shows what appears to be a portion of the jaw, with recesses 
teeth might have been. i 



Plate 7 : Other contents of the box - more bone fragments. 

Plate 8 : (Frpm L to R) First Secretary Mr. C. Rajasekhar, Rcr.koji Tempi* 
Chief Priest Rev. |Koshi Mochizuki and Second Secretary Mr. T. Arms iron; 
Changsan, standing in front of the casket and the shrine. 

A note was 'also recorded and left behind at the temple that we har 
opened the casket on October 24, 2002. 

Respectful regards, 


Yours failhfusiy 
Sd/- 


( C. Rajasekhar 


First Secretary 


Sd/- 


( T. Armstrong Changsan 


Second Secrc 


Hon'ble Justice M.K. Mukherjee 
Chairman, 

Justice Mukherjee Commission of Enquiry 
imo the alleged disappearance of Netjaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose, v 

11/A, Mirza Ghalib Street, ' 

Kolkata - 700 097. 
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: 033-252 2835, 2765 / 68 

Fax : 033-252-2765 
e-mail : 

jmcinscb@cal3.vsnl.net. in 


December 05, 2002 


Pradyot Kumar Sengupta, 

(Former Principal Secretary 

to the Government of West Bengal, Judicial Department) 
Secretary 

Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 
For-inquiry into the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, Appointed by the Govt, of 
India, Ministry bf Home Affairs 

B’ Block (3 rd Floor), ill/A, Mirza Ghaiib Street, Kolkata- 700 087 


D.O. No. JMCI/EO/2002-2003/83/443 


Dear Dr. Singh, 


I am directed to write this letter to you seeking your valued opinion on 
i a very important point relating to DNA Fingerprinting and Diagnostics. As 
'.advised by you in your d.o. letter No. DCCMB/34 dated 14 October , 2002, 
Awe have already taken up the matter of DNA tests of some specimens with 
r- Seyed E. Hasnain, Director, Centre for DNA Fingerprinting and 
Diagnostics.” As you are one of the pioneer scientists in the field of DNA 
ingerprinting Technology in India and have been instrumental in scUin* 
the Centre for DNA Fingerprinting and Diagnostics, I am to seek you; valued 
An on a point which is very vital for the present probe into the alleged 
pearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 

One of the points of enquiry before the Commission is whether the 
kept in the Renkoji Temple in Tokyo, Japan, are actually ashes :T 
i Subhas Chandra Bose, who allegedly died in an alleged plane-crash at 
ku on 18 August, 1945. As you know, the alleged disappearance of 
Jppi is still shrouded in mystery and this Commission has been set up to 
ive the mystery. 
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(Collectively) 


At the request of the commission during its recent visit to Japan, His 
Excellency the Indian Ambassador in Tokyo got the casket containing the 
alleged ashes of Netaji inspected by the Fir^t Secretary and the Second 
Secretary of the Indian Embassy. The Commibpion has received from the 
Indian Embassy the report of that inspection alojng with a few photographs 
of the contents of the casket kept in the Renkoji'^emple, Japan. A copy of 
the report dated 12/18 November, 2002 is sent herewith. I would request 
you to kindly go through this report and give your valued opinion as to 
whether DNA tests of mortal remains in the casket kept in the Renkoji 
Temple, as revealed by the said report, is possible to establish the identity of 
the deceased to whom the mortal remains belonged. Your valued opinion on 
this point will be of great help to the Commission for taking further steps in 
the matter in order to come to a definite conclusion as to whether the said 
mortal remains are of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, as alleged. 

I am to request you to kindly treat this matter as extremely urgent 
and send your views on the points confidentially as early as possible. 

Expecting an early reply and with warm regards. 


Enel : As above. 

To . 

Dr. Lalji Singh 
Director 

Centre for Cellular and Molecular Biology 
Uppal Road 
Hyderabad 500 007 


\ 


Yours sincerely, 
Sd/- 

(P.K. Senguptaj 
Secretary' 
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Pradyot Kumar Sengupta, 

(Former Principal Secretary 

to the Government of West Bengal, Judicial Department) 
Secretary 

Justice Mukheijee Commission of Inquiry 
For inquiry into the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Su-bhas Chandra Bose, Appointed by the Govt, of 
India, Ministry of Home Affairs 

'B 1 Block (3 rd Floor), 1 1/A, Mirza Ghalib Street, Kolkata- 7 OQ 087 
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(Collectively) 


: 033-252-2835, 2/U r i/GJ 


F^x : 033*252-2765 
jiTicinscb@cal3v.snl.net.in 


D.O, No. JMCI/EO/ 2002-2003/ 83 / 444 


December 05, 2002 


Dear Dr. Hasnain, 


You are perhaps aware that one of the points for enquiry before this 
Commission is whether the alleged ashes kept in a casket in the Renkoji 
Temple in Tokyo are the ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, who 
allegedly died in an alleged plane.-crash on 18 August, 1945. At the request 
of the Commi^ion, during its recent visit to Japan, His Excellency the 
Indian Ambassador in Japan got the contents of the casket in the Renkoji 
Temple, Japan, inspected by the First Secretary and the Second Secretary of 
the Indian Embassy in Japan. The Commission has recently received the 
report of that inspection of the casket along with a few photographs of the 
contents of the said casket. I am sending herewith a copy of the report dated 
12/18 November, 2002. 


I am to request you to kindly go through the enclosed report and give 
your valued opinion on the point as to whether it is possible to conduct DNA 
test of the mortal remains in the casket, as revealed by the report, in order 
to establish the identity of the deceased to whom the mortal remains 
belonged. If it is possible, the Commission may kindly be advised as to the 
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nature of the specimens that, may be necessary for conducting DNA tests of 
the said mortal remains to establish the identity of the deceased. 


This matter may kindly be treated as extremely urgent and 
confidential. I am to request you to kindly send confidentially your valued 
opinion as early as possible. 


Expecting an early reply and with warm regards, 


\! 


\ 


Enel : As above. 


To 

Dr. S.E. Hasnain 
Director 

Centre for DNA Fingerprinting and Diagnostics 
ECIL Road, Nacharam 
Hyderabad - 500 076 


M 


\ 
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Yours sincerely. 


Sd/- 


(P.K. Sengupta) 
Secretary 
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CENTRE FOR CELLULAR AND MOLECULAR BIOLOGY 
(£ouncU of Scientific & Industrial Research] 

U$*pal Road, Hyderabad - 500 007, India. 




jpr. Lalji Singh 
Director 


CONFIDENTIAL 
SPEED POST 


No. DCCMB/34 
(December 10, 2002 


jDr. P.K. Sengupta 
(Secretary 

Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 
'B 1 Block (3 rd Floor), 11 /A, ' j 

Mirza Ghalib Street, \ 


Kolkata- 700 087. 


Dear Dr. Sengupta, 


Please refer to your D.O. Ltr. No. JMCI/EO/2002-2003/83/443, 
dated December lo5, 2002 seeking my valued opinion relating to DNA 
Fingerprinting in the alleged disaj^ea^ance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 
I have gone through the enclosesif'Xerok copy of the letter describing the 
content of the mortal remains of $£taji Subhas Chandra Bose in the casket 

**. i 

kept at the Renkoji Temple in Toky^i It appears there are small pieces which 
appeared to be pieces of bones. Whtat is not clear whether these pieces are 
collected from the burnt debris ? If&hese are collected from the burnt ashes 
then it will not be possible to isolate'. DNA from this. DNA would have been 
completely destroyed. However, if t^ese are remains of bones (not burnt 
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Annexure B/ 2, 
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bone),, then presence of DNA is expected which may be in degraded form but 
still usable for establishing identity. For doing this, one needs a- veiy special 
facility which is used for the study of ancient DNA to ensure that there is no 
contamination frorri the laboratory while doing the test. Such laboratory 
facility does not exist'jin India, In CCMB, we are in the process of creating 
one for which we have recently received a grant from the Department of 
Biotechnology. However, it will take some time before the facility is ready. 
There is one laboratory in Germany (Address and Contact Person : Prof. Dr 
Svante Paabo, Director, Department of Genetics, Max Planck institute for 
Evolutionary Anthropology, Inseistrasse 22, D-04IQ3, Leipzig, Germany , 
Tel. No. 00-49-341-9952-301 ; Fax No. 00-49-341-9952-555 ; Email: 
paabo@eva.mpg.de) , which is a pioneer in ancient DNA study. They have a 
full-fledged facility. They may be approached to undertake this study. 

a 

However, before we undertake the study, we have to ensure the following : 


A 


\ 




: (Off) : 7160-789 International : +91-40-7160252, 7J60591, 716031 1 

s : EPABX : 7160222-41 Fax India : 040-7160252,71 

(Res) : 7 1 60555, 7 1 60556 Website www.ccrrib.res.in 
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CCnil», rc^ 

Telephone ; EPABX : 7160222-41 Fax India : 040-7 160252, 7 16059 1 , 7 1603 11 E.-moil : Inlji^canb ? 


Telegram : (Jiarrr.ua 




1 . 


The remains of the bone pieces are not burnt. 


2. There is blood sample available from Netaji's relations particularly 
from the female descendants of his maternal side i.e. his sister or his sister's 
children who would have inherited mitochondrial DNA from his mother. 
Since mitochondrial DNA is inherited only from maternal side, these will b.c 
very good for establishing relatedness by DNA sequence comparison. If we 
are able to isolate DNA successfully, we could also use y-DNA comparison 
from his or his brother's sons pnd their descendants. Thus blood samples 
have to be made available. However, before we venture through ail ihesc, 
one has to ensure successful isolation of DNA from the remains of the 
bones. I hope^ou will find this information useful. I will be delighted to 
answer any queLtiorj or extend any possible help within rny capabilities to 
help you. 

With kind regards, 


Yours sincerely, 
Sd/- 


(Lalji Singh) 



JUSTICE MUKHERJEE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY 
FOR INQUIRY INTO THE ALLEGED DISAPPEARANCE OF 
NETAJ1 SUB HAS CHANDRA BOSE 
B’ Block, (Third Floor) 

11/A, Mirza GhaUb Street, Kolkata- 700 087 


No. JMCI/EO /2002-2003/ 83/468 
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Phone : 

Chairman - 252*2835 
Secretary - 252* 2767 
Officer on Special 
Duty - 252- 2765 

Office * 252- 2766/68 

e-maii : 

jmcinscb@cai3.vsnl.net 
December 17, 2002 


\ 


Confidential 


From : Shri P. K. Sengupta, 

Secretary. 

To 

Mr. T. Armstrong Changsan 
Second Secretary, 

Embassy of India 
2-11 Kudon- Minami 2-Chome 
Chiyodo-Ku 
Tokyo- 120 007 
Japan. 

Reg: The Joint Inspection Report dt: 12/18 November, 2002 of yot 
and Shri Raj Sekhar, the then First Secretary in the Embassy o 
India in Japan, regarding the contents of the casket alleged ti 
be containing the alleged mortal remains of Netaji Subha: 
Chandra Bose in the Renkoji Temple, Japan. 

Dear Sir, 

I am directed to request you to kindly refer to the above-quoted reper 
dt:. 12/18 November, 2002 and the photographs sent along with that report. 

A copy of your above-quoted report was sent to the Director of th< 
Centre for Cellular and Molecular Biology, Hyderabad, India, v/ith th* 
request to let the Commission know whether DNA test could be conductec 
on the bones, which the casket in Renkiqj Temple appeared to contaii 
during your joint inspection, in order, to ascertain the identity of th< 
deceased to whom the bones belonged. In repl^to that letter of the 
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Commission, Dr. Lalji Singh, Director, Centre for Cellular and Molecular 
Biology, Hyderabad, India, has informed that, if these bones were collected 
from the burnt ashes, then it would not be possible to isolate DN A from the 
bones fo'r the purpose of conducting thej DNA test. The relevant portion of 

V. 

the letter of Dr. Lalji Singh is reproduced bb}ow 


"What is not clear whether these pieces are collected from the burnt 
debris ? If these are collected from the burnt ashes then it will not be 
possible to isolate DNA from this. DNA would have been completely 
destroyed. However, if these are remains of bones (not burnt bone), then 
presence of DNA is^expected which may be in degraded form but still usable 
for establishing identity." 


In this perspective, I am to request you to kindly let the Commission 
know whether the bones which you had seen and got photographed during 
the joint inspection of the casket in the Renkoji Temple, Japan, by you and 
Shri Raj Sekhar are remains of burnt bones or pieces of unburn t bones. 


Your reply on this point is urgently necessary for proceeding further in 
the matter. This may therefore be kindly treated as extremely urgent. 


Thanking you, 


\ 


Yours faithfully, 
Sd/- 


(P.K. Senguptaj 
Secretary 


\ 
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JUSTICE MUKHERJEE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY 
FOR INQUIRY INTO THE ALLEGED DISAPPEARANCE OP 
NETAJI SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE 
'B' Block, (Third Floor) 

1 1/A, Mirza Ghalib Street, Kolkata- 700 087 


Fax : 

009 1-003-252-2765 

No. J MCI/ £0/2002-2 003/ 83/ 481 


Phone ; 


Chairman - 252-2835 
Secretary - 252- 2767 
Officer on Special 
Duty - 252- 2766 

Office - 252- 2766/68 

e-mail : 

}mcinscb^fcal3.vsnJ.nct.in- 


From : Shri P. K. Sengupta, 
Secretary. 


December 26, 2002 


To 

Shri Aseem R. Mahajan, 

Second Secretary, 

Embassy of India Confidential 

2-1 1 Kudon- Minami 2-Chome 

Chiyodo-Ku 

Tokyo- 120-0074 

Japan. 


# 

Reg : The Joint Inspection of the coptejnts of the casket alleged to be 
containing the alleged mortal remains of Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose in the Renkoji Temple, Japan.X^ 

Ref: D.O. letter No. TOK/ 102/03/2001 dated December 19, 2002 of 
Shri Aseem R. Mahajan, Second Secretary of the Embassy of 
India in Tokyo addressed to the Secretary of the Commission in 
reply to my letter no. JMC1/BO /2002-2003/83 /468 dated 
17.12.2002. 

Sir, 

Inviting your notice to the above, 1 am directed to request you to 
kindly send the report asked for in my above-quoted letter no. 
JMC1/EO/ 2002-2003/ 83/ 468 dated 17.12.2002 after getting the contents 
of the Casket, alleged to be containing the alleged mortal remains of Netaji 
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Subhas Chandra ' Bose, in the Renkoji temple, Japan, examined afresh 
preferably by or in collaboration with a competent expert, since the required 
report is likely to be the basis for deciding whether or not the Government of 
India should be approached for bringing those ashes (mortal remains) *o 
India for subjecting them to DNA test. For read}' reference, a copy of rr;v 
letter no. JMCI/E(V N 2002-2003/83/468 dated 17. 12.2002 is enclosed. 


Enclo : one. 


Yours faithfully. 
Sd/- 

( P.K. Sengupla : 
Secretary 
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ANKE X URE-B/4 


MOST IMMEDIATE 

TELEFAX 

Embassy of India, 

2-11, Kudan-Minami 2-Chomc, 
Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 102 


Fax : 81-3-3234-4866 


Pip one : 81-3-3262-2391 
E-Mail : dem@indcmbjp.org. 


To 

Justice Mukherjee 

Commission of Inquiry 

Fax No. 

_ 

033-252-2765 

i 

For 

1 

4 

Shri P.K. Sengupta, 
Secretary 

I From 

| 

( _ . . . 1 

Siren Nantla, 

Charge d* Affaire s 

Rptd 


Date 

December 27, 2002 



Total No. of pages 



Reference your fax of December 26, 2002. As Conveyed to the Hon'ble 
Commission by Second Secretary Aseem Mahajan in response to your fax of 
December 17, 2002, both Second Secretary Armstrong and First Secretary 
Rajasekhar have departed for postings in the Embassies of India in Lagos, 
Nigeria and the Port of Spain in Guyana respectively. 

The Embassy shall immediately solicit the sendees of an expert to re- 
examine the bones of the deceased at the Renkoji Temple to seek his opinion 
on whether any material exists from which DNA may be isolated for the 
purposes of a DNA test. 

This process how'ever may take some time and would involve certain 
expenditure- We shall be reverting to the Hon'ble Commission for permission 
to undertake the necessary expenditure after malting local enquiries. - 


$d/- 

( Siren Nando) 
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Pradyot Kumar Sengupta, 

(Former Principal Secretary 

to the Government of West Bengal, Judicial Department) 
Secretary I 

Justice Mukherjec Commission oflnquiry [ 

For inquiry into the alleged disappearance of \ 

Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, Appointed by the Govt, of 
India, Ministry of Home Affairs 

‘B’ Block (3 rd floor), 1 1 /A Mim Ghalib Street, Kolkata - 700 087 
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Phone : 033 :252 2 a 3 S.ar(i 5 '68 
Fa* : 023-252 2765, 

e-mail 

jjncijnschi^CJilD.vsnl.ncl ti: 


' D.O.No. JMCI/EO/ 2002-2003/83/469 


December J7, 2002 


To 

Prof. Dr. Svante Paabo 
Director 

Department of Genetics 

Max Planck Institute for Evolutionary .Anthropology 
lnselstrasse 22, D-04103 
Lieipzig, Germany. 


Sir, 


This Commission has been set up by the Government of India for 
inquiry into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Base 

Though some people claim that he died in an alleged plane crash at Ta.ki 

V 

on August 18, 194^, still his alleged disappearance is shrouded in mystery 
After his alleged death- he was allegedly cremated in a crematorium at 
Taihoku and his alleged ashes were preserved in the Renkoji Temple in 
Japan. The points of inquiry before the Commission include, inter-alia, the 
following 

1) Whether Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose died in the alleged piane crash; 

2) Whether the alleged ashes kept in the Renkoji Temple in Japan are 
the ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose; 


For a thorough and scientific probe into the aforesaid two points of 
inquiry the Commission wants to know the feasibility of DNA test ol the 
alleged ashes kept in the Renkoji Temple. A recent inspection of the casket 
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allegedly containing the ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose has revealed 
that the casket kept in the Temple appears to contain 


Some pieces of bone fragments, greenish in colour; 


a. 


b. Two flat pieces appearing to be parts of the skuli; 

c. A brown paper bundle containing what appears to be teeth and other 


bone fragments; 

d, A thing what appears to be a portion of the jaw with recesses where 


teeth might have been; 

e. More bone fragments; 

The Commission now wants to know whether it is feasible to conduct 
DNA test of the aforesaid mortal remains in orjier to find out the identity of 


the deceased. You have been referred to the Corpmission by Dr. Lalji Singh, 


Director of the Centre for Cellular and Molecjular Biology, Hyderabad, India. 
1 am enclosing a copy of the letter of Dr. LhJ^i Singh which will speak for 
itself. 

I am to request you to kindly let the commission know about the 
feasibility of DNA test of the aforesaid mortal remains for establishing the 
identity of the deceased. If it is feasible, the Commission may kindly be 
informed of the procedure to be followed, steps to be taken and the costs of 
the DNA test payable by the Commission. 

An early reply will be highly appreciated. 

With regards, 


Yours Sincerely, 


Sd/- 

(P.K. Senguptaj 
Secretary' 
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il i i ppi'.i i am v o) ; Ne.l:iji Sublets Chandia lju.se. Through *-• • * people claim 'but h*. 
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! \\ he i he i K'eiaii Sublins Chniidia Ho sc died in the alleged (dime ciash. 


\\ iu- ( he i the alleged ashes kept in the Renkoji i cmjilc in Japan me ashes ul me!;:;: 
( hat id i a Muse; 


A ueeui nipped Ion of the casket allegedly containing the ashes ot Nchtji buhlias h mw-ma- Un * 
j i. v clod ilia! Ihe casket, which is lying it) the Renkoji i ctnpc in Japan, appeal s to cmnam. 


.i Nome pieces ol hone liapmciils ijieeinsh in colour; 


I) two [)a( pieces appealing to he pat Is of I hi skull 


iiii 


a 


e A bu.mn paper bundle containing what appears to be teeth and olhci bn mu fragments 
d /\ llinui what appear to be a pen (ion ul the jaw with recesses wJtcic Iceih might. nave >cem 

I 

e A hue hone It ngments. 


I ui a dtwntuh and -scientific piobc into the points ol iiujuny, the Commission wants to put UN-n <; i • 

dune on the tnoiiaJ remains in the casket kept in the Kcnkoji Icmplc in uidcr to cMauush the n [ 

of the ducascd low-horn the moilal remains belonged. Now the question if whcthci UNA (csf - 4 an 
comiIiu 1 1 . i I on the said moila! jemains for the pm pose indicated above if blood samples aic in:, 
available hum both paternal and maternal lineages o) hubhas Chandra ijose In ol - i 

k uinniisMon wants to know about the feasibility of UNA tests on the mortal tern. .ms to. t e i • 


TOSSS 23 


— 
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iv a!*' * 4 ' 
.hi .» * '• 
, in» w 

I . *» K '* 

| ji\ ineind 1 *. 


»»K»> 

a I ■ 


tnlCM. 


t UNA 

the i'll *’ • 

Usl . ;.i*» *' 
> ;ik H '* 1 

„ i. ♦*,.> 

\\UIC.**. •• 
l)ic |»il>l : ‘ 


m 

the identify of deceased L): yeanSt; J*2 $lUj of llu: Max-MmcJ.-lie, md ■ ••• ; 

v M ol liep/b;. (iormrmy, was appioaehcd )bv llu* Commission with .. - i 

( ,,,.1'nf.sioM know whether it was feasible to conduct tests on l he mnna) r;m:i m i 1 
ii u . |<.-nl,(.ji 1 cmplo lot establishing die identity of the deceased. Me rcieircd us iu uh, and * w 
us w nil \ i ii m email address. 

I sui. rJicicluie. lu icqueslyou to kindly lei the Commission know whcthei ;i i 

I > r \i/\ test on i he aloicsaid mortal remains fur establishing die identity of die Ju;i.v-ed. i 
blued samples Jiom his iclnliwcs bulh on (he paternal side and (he material side will d avail. .a e. 

II ii is feasible, f he Commission may be inloHJicd of die procedure to be billowed. m la; 
and die; costs of the DNA tests payable by die Commission. 

3 $ 

A \ * 

An eaily reply will be highly appreciated. 


Willi i eg.Jl ds. 



P 




? 




\ 


'is \ 




I in. ( onwnission h;is been set up by «tlic C»ovci iiment of indin iur impniy into dm 
m>:ippem ruk'o of Nclaji Sitbhas Chaudin Bose. jj'huugh some people claim thm be dk-d m 
pi.if - ikisIi at I'ailuilvU on August 1 1>, IP»l5, sdRJiis alleged disappearance is she snkvJ. n: mw- 

\ f i ' i his iilleee:} death lie was allegedly cremated m a cremaloiium al Ta il k/L u and i-is am 

were j-ft-^ived m (lie Renkoji Temple in Japan. I lie point:; of iikpii/y hcldic d C m.m« 
mu i alia, llie hdlow nig - 

1 \\ lietlier N.ei.iji Subhas Chandra Bose died in the alloyed plane mash, 

2 W tietlicr ilic .alloyed ashes kept in die Renkoji Temple :n Japan are ashes el KVam Sid r .... 

( handra L3use. 

A lavm inspection of I lie casket allegedly containing the ashes of Nclaji .SuShas i .'t; -Jj o Hi.-*; 
ic\ milcd dial the casket, which is lying m the Renkoji Tcmpc in Japan, appeals u> coiaani, 

i Some pieces ol bone fragments giecnish in culuin; 

h ‘ o Hat pieces appearin'; lo be pails of die skull, 

c A Immn paper bundle containing what appears !o be teeth and olhci hone h. m - 
d \ dime wh.it appears lo be a portion of the jaw with recesses where leciii might have deem 

v i* i i *i e tiune b agmenls, 

oi a ihoi<m<di .uid scientific probe into the points of inquiry, the Commission warns lup.t UriA u 
doiie isi the mental icmains in the casket kept in the Renkoji Temple in ouie- lo e. ahi.-.ii da: 





\ 




\ 

(if *» *-•. »l • •' 

• 4 • 

nr a* k wi it.) whom die mortal remains belonged. Now (lie uuestion is v.-V.cTe' 
cm.. Set! I'M [he said mortal remains [or the purpose indicated above if blood vi 
S \ ,i • ' '»V / 1 * m n both paternal anti maternal lineages oJ .Subhax Chaiuha [Jose, In '-'Tri Uii 
( pHifni wains lo know* about the feasibility of DNA tests on the mori.d remams !Ar me | 
ii! * aahiisliinte die identity of deceased. IJr. Svante faabo of die Max-ffcmckAnstiUii ha e 1 v 
Amin 0|i u I,v.!ie of Uc|>?.iy. Germany, was approached by die Commission with .i wipicM t-a 
(. \,tnnn SSK >n fnow wliedici it was feasible to conduct DNA tests un liic i.noi lal rcninm*. ... 

■ he Ken! a »ji Teini.dc lor establishing (he identity of the deceased. Me referred us iu you r/.-u 
ns w«*li va.ii 11 email address. 




1 .hi*. t/iiMi'tnw*. to icipiesl you to kindly let the Commission know whether u ;n A : • ' ■ . i ■ ; o 
MnA U'm (in the aioiesaid mortal remains lor establishing' the identity ol the deceased. maw 
him nl samples from ins closed relatives both on the paternal side and the maic-iMi side . n 
a v ;i Jablc. 






II’ it i- s feasible, (he Comtnission /nay be i/dbmjcd of lluj procedure to be JoJIowed, steps w h . take 
and the costs of the DNA tests payable by the Commission^ 

An eady lejdy will be highly npprcciatul, 

'A ip i > Vpai d- 

rk/ 

Sinccri’ly yoi'ix. 


\ 


Jnshc'C ^hikherfee Commission of hujiriiy Mite? the alleged disappearance of Net an S.k • e 
I lose. 1 h'A i\hi 4 ;reilKilib Street. iJiock-jy 3 rd Hour, Kolkata-70UUb7, 'J' el-1 ax no. 91-33*2' 3-3 
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Anoexure B / 5 

(Collectively) 

From : Terry Melton<twml 07@mitotyping.com> 

To : JMCI<jmcinscb@cal3.vsnl.nel:.in> 

Sent: Tuesday, January 21 , 2003 7:4^ PM 

Subject : Re: DNA tests on Mortal remains 

Dear Mr. SengUpta, 

We would be pleased to attempt mitochondrial DNA analysis of the remains 
to which you refer. This test would malce a comparison between the skeletal 
fragments and the maternal lineage of the individual in question. 

Our experience is that cremated remains are very unlikely to give a DNA 
profile. Having said that, we agree to test them if recognizable teeth or other 
anatomically identifiable parts remain. NThe analysis, besides being a 
standard forensic mitochondrial DNA test, includes an attempt to recover 
degraded DNA if that is necessary. 

The cost for the test is $2,500USD per sample. If no DNA is recovered, we 
reduce the fee to $1,000 per sample. It would be advisable for you to depj 
how many attempts you would like to Imake, for example, how many times 
you want us to try (how many samplesj'^efore stopping. We don't generally 
make more than two or three attempts in any case. 

If the test successfully recovers DNA, we would need a reference sample 
(blood or cheek swab) from a maternally related individual for comparison. 
This sample would cost $1,500 USD. 



1 

\ 




N 185 

Aonexu re B / 5 
(Collectively) 

We recommend a thorough anthropological evaluation of the remains, 
including photography. The examiners of the remains should refrain from 
'excessive handling of the remains, and should wear sterile and frequently- 
changed gloves during the evaluation. Jf the remains are at all moist, they 
should be stored in the freezer prior to DNA analysis. 

We would like to repeive the anthropologist's report prior to proceeding 
From this report, we will suggest the remains to'be tested in our lab. 

Please let me know if you have other questions. 

Terry Melton V 

At 05:25 PM 1 /2 1/2003 + 0530, you wro^e: 

To N 

Mr. Terry Melton, 

Mitotyping Technologies, 

USA 



\ 
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Anncxv i re B / S 
(Colleetivoty) 


From : Alec Jeffreys<ajj@leicester. ac.uk> 
To: JM Cl <jmcinscb@cal3.vsn). net. in> 


Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 3:21 PM 

Subject: Re: DNA tests on Mortal remains 

Dear Mr Sengupta 

Thank you for your enquiry concerning the very important case of Chandra 
Bose. 1 arn afraid that I cannot be of assistance in this matter - my 



laboratory has not been involved directly 


tit 


years and we are neither equipped nor accredited for this ty'P e 
investigation. Instead, I would strongly recommend that you contact one of 
the national forensic service laboratories, for example the UK Forensic 
Science Service in Birmingham, who are fully tooled up to perform the 
complex analysis required in this case. It might also be worth exploring 
options in India - one obvious contact would be Dr Laiji Singh, director of. 
the CCMB in Hyderabad. 

Finally, I would note that DNA typing would be (impossible on ashes, and 
may well prove impossible on the additional bone samples if they have been 
subjected to high temperatures. Even if they have not been heated, success 
is still not guaranteed. In this type of analysis, one has to be pragmatic, 


seeing whether any human DNA can be recovered - if no DNA is recoverable 
then typing cannot be performed. 


Please accept my sincere apologies for not be able to be of assistance. 

Regards 

Alec Jeffreys 


4 ‘.X 



\ 
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A nuexurc 5/5 

(Collectively) 






Prof. Sir Alec Jeffreys 
Department of Genetics 
University of Leicester 
Leicester LEI 7RH 
UK * * 

tel. (+44)116 252 3435 \ 

fax (+44) 116 252 3378 
email : 


On Wednesday, January 22, 2003 2:51 pm +0530 JMCI<jmcinscb@caJ3.vsn|.r.c;.in>w rote 
> 

> 

> To 


» 




f. 


d 

:n 

ss 

ic, 


le, 
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JUSTICE KUKKERJ3E COMMISSION 

FOR INQUIRY INTO THE ALLEGED DISAPPERANC^IF 

NETAJI SUFHAS CHANDRA ROSE 
*B' Block ,3'° Floor, 

11/A, Mirza Ghalib Street, Kolkata — 70 0 087. 


Ariu crQ rc l|/6 


NO.JMC1/EO/ 2002-03/ 83/520. 
From : 


Kolkata, baited, 27.0 1.2003. 


Shri P.K. Sengupta, 

Secretary 

To. : The Secretary, 

Ministry of Externa) Affairs, 

Government of India, 

South block, 

New Delhi - 1 10 001. 

S i r, 

1 am directed to send herewith a copy of the comrnUni^uUon dated 

I 

January 22, 2003 made by the commission with prof. Sir Alec Jeffreys, 
Department of Genetics, University of Leicester, UK and his reply dated 
January 22, 2003 thereto, both sent by e.maii and to r cqu^st you to kindly 
obtain names, addresses, e.maii addresses, Fax Nos* etc. of tine National 

V 

Forensic Service Laboratories in UK through the Indian N High commission in 
UK and send those to the Commission immediately. 




Y 0 urs faithfully, 
Sd/- 

(P.K. Sengupta) 
Secretary 


Enel. : As stated above. 





. 1 


jrM 


\ 



\ 
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JUSTICE MUKHERJEE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY 

FOR INQUIRY INTO THE ALLEGED DISAPPERANCE OF 

NETAJI SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE 

■B’ Block, 3 rd Floor, 

1 1/A, Mirza Ghalib Street, Kolkata - 700 087 ; 


NO.JMCI/EO/S002-2003/83/590. 

I 

From : 


A nnexure 3/7 

( Collectively ) 

Kolkata, dated, 13 Ih March, 03 


To : 


Shri P.K. Sengupta, 
Secretary 

The Secretary, 

Ministry of External Affairs, 
Government of India, 1 


South block, 

New Delhi - 1 10 001 . 


\ 


S i r, 


I am directed to send herewith a xerox copy of the FAX message dated 
December 27, 2002 received from Shri Biren Nanda, Charge d' Affairs 
Embassy of India in Japan, which speaks for itself, and to request you to 
kindly appreciate the importance and urgency of the matter and take 
necessary action so that the Commission receives the opinion of a 
competent expert immediately on whether any material exists in the mortal 
remains allegedly of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose kept at the Renkoji Temple 
in Japan from which D.N.A. may be isolated for the purposes of D.N.A. tests, 
as called for by the Commission from the Embassy of India in Tokyo. 

This may kindly be treated as urgent. 

Enclosure: As stated above. 

Yours faithfully, 
Sd/- 

(P.K. Sengupta) 
Secretary 


KK 




WWr* 




i 
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Ann ctru re B/7 
(Collectively) 

MOST IMMEDIATE 
TELEFAX 
Embassy of India v 
2-11, Kudan-Minami 2-Chome, 

Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 102 


Fax: 81-3-3234-4866 Phone :81-3-3262-2391 

E-Mail:dem@indembjp.org 


To 

Justice Mukherjee 
Commission of Inquiry 

Fax No. 

„_1 

033-252-2765 

For 

Shri P.K. Sengupta. 
Secretary 

From \ 

Biren Nanda, 

Charge d’ Affaires 

Rptd 

1. Shri Vijay Gokhale, 

Joint Secretary (CNV) 

2. Shri Nalin Surie, 
Additional Secretary (EA) 

Date 

December 27, 2002 

! 

1 

1 

[No. 

J 

Total no. 
of pages j 



Subject : Justice Mukherjee Commission of Enquiry 


This refers to you fax of March 1 1, 2003 directing the Embassy to take 
further action as early as possible on the subject of DNA testing of the 
alleged mortal remains of the departed leader, Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 

I 

We would be grateful if the Hon'ble N Commission could directiy 
correspond with the Minisitry of External Affairs in New Delhi on this 
matter. The concerned official is Shri Vijay Gokhale, Joint Secretary' (CNV), 
Ministry of External Affairs, South Block, New Delhi, with whom the Hon blc 
Commission has corresponded earlier. 

With kind regards, 

l Sd/- 

1 (Biren Nanda) 


I 
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I 


■ 
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\ 


tz*r&zz) fcr-jr^d 

fcjJ*!teiracs) 
■n«rrnr ■tcy 4 ftepuouc 


Vijay GoKhale 
Joint Secretary (CNV) 

D.O.No. 25/4/NGO-VoMX 
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/ 


VJ-* 




Dated March 26, 2003 


Dear Shri Sengupta, 



Please refer to your letter No. JMCI/EO/2002-2003/83/590 dated 
13.3.2003 regarding soliciting the services of an expert for examining the 
mortal remains kept at the Renkoji Temple. 

I would like to inform you that we have referred the matter for advice to 
the Ministry of Home Affairs in their capacity of the nodal Ministry. We will 
revert as soon as their decision/advice is received. 





Yours sincerely, 



a 

(Vijay Gokhale) 


To 


Shri P.K.Sengupta 
Secretary 

Justice Mukherf^e Commission of Inquiry, 
*B' Block, {Third Fipor), 

1 1 /A Mirza Ghalib Street, 

Kolkata 700 087 





AilUG/CUi. C 


Ju:;rrcL IVium C om,. ' ll;;::, ton or 

UOUiKY 

i- ci’ Ikoui.s/ lino i ■ >■; Au.rocu urnAP'rAnAucc ar 
rv (*; i a. ii St >i;i ias CiiAfsmtA iciosi.. I 
‘Ij* Block, (TujhI 1 luui) 
i/A Mil /a Gbniib Nuea, KoikitUi 700 US 7 


19: 


No j\n i/i o/:uu:-:yuj/33, u. 


Sli i i IMv . S*. n :iti j 1 1 :i . 

Si c 1 1 (in 


J;. 'f ,u'i;nv lo iJjc Govcrnmenl oJ' .India, 
i ; 1 1 i) i •! J Kiiiic AJ ian n. 


r / # *J * I 


A / I JO/' 

C CO! 

' • l.irix 


i ./a 


S k 'I ! I I * 

r.: . ik nil - i . UCM l ! 

Sii ! 5 l : en>.il>i , :l y ol* ll:o piupuscd UNA I usl on I the air.;.* •! mw 
umimiiin of Nclaji .Sublet:. ( liandiu Bose, kep^ in On: Ihn). 
temple. in Japan, for cstuL 1 m >* iii n ic<n identity of ilic deceased 

Ucl‘ U O Icllcf no. 25/d/NGCkVo] IX daicd^MmcIi 26. 2003 aJJjf.- 
lo (he undei signed by Slni Vijriy Ookliaio, Joint Scaciaiy (l.N\ 
jMijnsii y ofFucniai Al lairs, Ciovi of India. 




v 


i am diuxicd lo invite V our nlloubon to the nbove-tjuelcd d.o id:*t c! (•'» 
r* • • iL»p enclosed; and also 1 he Idlers noted below (copies ouch' >cd, wiv 
*-j jc:ik 1 1 1 ' ! a ( id w ili enable von lo appreciate tile backdipp ol the Jbnuci- 

r X Kcpuil dalcd J2/J8.I I.2UU2 uf Sliri C. K tack liar, I n si Seer a: 

■ Mr. 1 Aniisimnt» ChaM^san, Second Scvhclary, Junbas.v. <•: 

Japan 


U U Idler m> JMCl/JUJ/2UU2-20U3/2J/82/'t-l? dated 03 ! . 
addressed (o Ui lalji Simdi, Director, Ccntic 1\>: ( eMid 
Molecular Diuloey (CCMJJJ, Hyderabad. 


U.O Idler no. J M Cl/ll 0/2 002-2 0U3/33/4 4 4 dated 05.127* 
addressed lo Ur S Ji 1 liisiutin. Director, Genii e lor ■ * 
Fmget printing and Diagnostics. 

D U idler no. UCCMB/.M dated [0.12.200$ in reply iu (lie S! N» 
above, from Di. Lalj; Singh, Di reel or, CCALB/1 iydenibau 


Leila no. JMCl/li* V2002-200VS V4b f J dated J7 13 300? add, 


Pud Ur. Svantu Paaho, Oiiectur, Dcjemlnicnl u! ( /ruuK,.-. 
PJ.mvk Insiilnie !oi Lvuiuiionaiy Anthioptyogy, fusciMi;..-.-*: 2 




\ 




v. J 


\ 


\ 


— - — * 


M •' 


i 


U- 1 It).?, Leipzig, Gci niiiiiy. 





I A'U-i’r mci. .IM(://I’(V20U;:-20U.i/o.>Al08 dated IV. 12 2"u2 . . r: 

M; T. Ainrdinng Cliaiigsan, Second Scuciniy, fmba.,vv 
Japan. in relefcucc to the kjioji dated 12/18 Is 
iiisper ( ion o| (lie co;nen!:. o? Hie casket a o v < • 
alleged mortal remains of Netaji Subhas Clumd* ;i m b\ 

:incJ Sin i C. Rujsekhai (SI. No. i at page 1). 

Letter no. JMCI/IIO/2002-20U3/S.1AIS I dated 20.I2.2Ou2 nchiicv.ul to 
SI ii i Ascent Mahaiajan, Second Secretary, iimbassy of India in Japan 




Fax message dated 27.12.2002 liom Sim Birch Nam.';*,, GT 
Allans, Linbnssy of India in Japan, in reference to iJic Commrini 
Icitci dated 2o. 12.2002 .sent by fax (SI. No. 7 at page J ) 

Pax message dated 30.12.2002 tu SI in JJucij Nandn, Cii.m-c 
A Jlairs, JZ/nbassy of India in Japan, in /Cj)ly io In.*, Pax datce 
27.I2.2UU2 (SI. No. 8 at page I). 

Letter dated 07. 01. 2003 from Mi. Isvante Paabo, Director, Lkpainm: i 
of Genetics, Max Planck tnstiluic^ibr Evulutioinii' y A/idirupulon . 
liiselsti assc 22, 13-04103, Leipzig, Germany in reply tu (Si No 3 



Le-.ier by e-mail to Mr. Terry Milton, Milotyping Tedmuiugic , ISA 

Letter by e-mail to Pudessor Sir Alec J. Jeffreys. Dc/:;ii : i:n 
Geiie.ltcs, University of Leicester, University Road, LciccMci, I K 

Letter by e-mail dated from Mr. Terry Milton in reply tu SI. No j 1 
above. 

Renly to SI. No. 12 above by e-mail dated 22.U1.2UU.J bum I'm 
S ir Alec J. Jellicys. 

Letter no JMCI/LO/2002-2003/S3/520 dated 27.01. 2003 to il.c 
Secretary, Ministry of External Affairs, Govt. ofJndia 

Pax dated 11.03.2003 to SJn i Diren Naiukt, Charge cl* Adairs 
Embassy olTndia in Japan, as a reminder. 

Letter no. CO/2002-20Q3/S3/590 dated 13.03 2003 addressed to the 
Sect clary. Ministry of Internal Affairs, Govt, ufindin. 

Pax message liom Shri Diren Nanda in reference to die Commn .. ; s 
fax dated I 1.03.2003 at SI. No. 16 abovc^ 








[\*A '/\£sr IW. 



’! he . one few eft correspondence on die subject - 0 *f l qc feasibility ol -ON A ic>t un •• 
rdlcvod jrunhd. remains kepi in (be Renkoji temple me rntyre sullicieiM uj Mur*. i 

wiT.\i\oms made by lire ( 'ommission in this icy arc! since the receipt el ihv rvpni! n. me mm 
icKjieeiion of tire cements of the casket containing the alleged mortal icimum; n.ul th* 
photographs ofllic cuiitciils of the casket from the Embassy of India in Japan UnloiUmaicI) 
nil now there is no tangible result and lime is running out Hist. 

In his l ; a.\ message dated 27 12.2002 (SI. No. 8 in the list of cone.spomJeitec) Shi i JL;vi 
Narnia, Charge (J* A Hairs, Embassy of India in Japan, assured ihc Commission that ilw 
Lfiibnssv “shall immediately solicit the services of an expert to re-examine the bones o! ik 
do.vnNcd at the Renkoji temple to seek his opinion on whether any matcual exists hum w l( 
DNA m;i) he isolated for the pm poses of a DNA test” Wailing in vain lot a pretty lung lime 
lor Imlhei communication from Shrj Nmula, lire Commission wrote to the Secieiaiy. Ministiy 
of External Affairs, lequcsling him to lake necessary action to expedite the matter (v»clc letter 
dated 1103.2003 at SI. No. 17). Ultimately, Shri Nanda sent a Fax message dated 27.03.200.1 
(vide SI. No. IS) advising ihc Commission to “directly correspond with die Ministiy of 
I.Nk’inal Ail airs in New Delhi on tin’s mailer” In repti to die Commission s Idiei dated 
13 03 2003 (vide SI. No. 17), Slid Vi jay Gukhalc, Joint Secretary -'(CN V), Mini.siry of External 
Adairs, has informed Unit lliey have referred (he matter to your Ministry, which is the nodal 
Ministry, and that lliey will revert to* the Commission as soon as your advice ts received (vide 
I, is do. letter no. 2- 1/J/NGO/VoUX dated 26.03.2003 a copy which is an enclosure tu this 
Idler) 

hi these circumstances, ! am directed lo request you to kindly extend all necessary hdp 
and assistance to the Commission in the matter of the proposed.DNA test on the alleged mpMai 
remains in the Renkoji temple in Japan. 

The Directors of the Centre for Cellular and Molecular Biology (CCMIJ), I Jydicabnd, 
and i he Centre for DNA Fingerprinting and Diagnostics were approached by ihc Commission 
for the purpose (vide letters at SI. Nos. 2 & 3 at page !).flh'iiis reply dated I U. 12.2002 (vide 
leu ei at SI. No. -l ai page I), Dr. Lalji Singh, Director, CCtfTU, informed that labor alu!/ faculty 
lor the proposed DNA lest "docs not exist in India. 1 ’ As advised by him, the Commission wide 
lo Pud'. Dr. Svante Pnabo, Department of Genetics, Max Department of Genetics, Max Jhanck 
Insiiiuie for Evolutionary Anthropology (vide Idler at SI. No. 5 at page Jy in his turn, Dr 
PnabA advised the Commission (o contact Mr 3 cry Milton of Milotypmg Tcchnulugics. USA, 
and Prof. Sir Alee JcflVcys, University of. Leicester, UK (vide letter at SI. No. !U at page 2; 
Copies of ihc Idler written Mr. Terry Milion and Prof. Sir Alec Jeffreys in pursuance u( the 
advice of Dr. Svame Paabo are at SI. No. 1 1 and 12 at page 2. 

Ih of. Sir Alee Jeffreys regretted his inability to assist the Commission in the mailer 
(vide Idler al SI. No. 3 2 at page 2). Me, however, recommended the UK Forensic Science 
SemVo m Birmingham. one of ihc Nnlionnl Forensic Science laboratories. He also named Di 
I :dji Singh. Director of the CCMIJ, Hyderabad, as “one obvious coiHael” U m:.y v 
mentioned here lliat Prof Sir JelVrcys was written to atlcr contacting Dr Lalji .Singh, die 
context of this letter of Prof Sir JelVrcys the Secretary qf the Ministry of External Allans wn : . 


approached for help by the Commission (vide letter at Sl[N. 1 5 at payc2). 



ft 
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.1 July, positive reply indite matte*' lias been received fi.um MY. leuy 


iii Si: No 13 ai page no. 2), but there is a precondition stipulated by hue in the pai • 



a lit In opulogisi "s report prior to proceeding' 1 . 

The Commission is now in a lix as to how anthropological evaluation and - 
noccas ;/} y scientific tests of rite alleged mortal remains kepi in the Kenkoji temple i 
should be done for ascertaining the feasibility of DNA test on that motlai feme is i 
there lore. directed to request you to take necessary action as early as possible iu cm.. v 
Commission to eel necessary anthropological evaluation and oilier necessary to*, s dene 
taking the '* r DNA test on (lie alleged mottal remains. 



y kindly be treated as extremely urgent, 


This matter m 


Yours laiili fully. 



\ ^ 

(lfK. ScugupnJ 
Secretary 


tinelo : As stated 



April id 2UU3 


No JAlCbli 0.^2002 -20U3/S3/H/ 1 


Copy with a copy each of the enclosures is forwarded for iiupriualion and uecvs.r ; > 
Slni Yijny (iuklialo. Joint Secretary (CNV), Ministry of Lxlcrna) Allans, Gu> utmc.v. i 
South UJuck, New Delhi-1 10UI. i 




(P K. Sengupa) 
Sec i eta i y 


Annexure-B/ 10 


No. 1/ 12014/ l3/2000-IS-V(NCB) Vol. IV 
Government of India 
Ministry of Home Affairs 

03322522765. 

I'iew Delhi dated 13.08.03 

\ 

To 

Shri P-K. Sengupta, 

Secretary, 

Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry, 

Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, 

"B" Block (3 rd Floor), 

1 1 /A, Mirza Ghalib Street, 

Kolka ta - 70 0 087, 


Subject : Feasibility of the proposed DNA Test on the alleged mortal 

remains of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, kept in the Renkoji 
temple in Japan, for establishing real identity of the deceased. 

Sir, ! 

\ 

I am directed to refer to your letter No. JM6l/EO/2002-2003/S3/ 14 
dated 10/4/03 (received in this Section on 26/6/03) and reminder dated 
23/7/03 on the subject noted above and to inform you as follows 

(i) The J MCI had asked the Indian embassy in Japan to locate experts to 
ascertain the feasibility of DNA test on the mortal remains kept in 
Renkoji Temple in Tokyo. The MEA had aske<^for the advice of MHA in 
the matter, which has been furnished vide our letter dated 16/6/03 
and 16/7/03. 

(ii) Decision regarding holding of anthropological evaluation for 
determining the feasibility of DNA test and selection of experts for the 
purpose fall within the purview of the JMCI and appropriate decisions 


\ 






irt 

Aimexurc -b/ ] 0 

have to be taken by it. A formal meeting in MHA with MEA and othei 
Ministries/ Departments to decide such matters is not considered 
necessary. 

(iii) Once the decision is taken by JMCI, MEA may be informed. MEA has 
indicated that it will facilitate the visit of -experts to Japan in so far as 
liaison with the local government, Renkoji temple authorities etc. are 
concerned. 

(iv) If any logistic support from MHA is needed by JMCI, specific proposals 
for such support may be sent. 

In connection with the proposed DNA test of the mortal remains 
aJleged to be of l Netaji kept in Renkoji temple, Tokyo, the following 
suggestions have been received in this Ministry from Shri Sug&ca Bose, 
Director, Netaji research Bureau, Kolkata 

(a) Since these are in all probability th,e cremated mortal remains of one 
of the greatest sons of India, please ensure that any test is done with 
the deepest reverence and respect. 

(b) Any DNA test must be conducted by a to- p DNA expert or experts in 
the world. 

(c) Proper sensitivity should be shown , to Japanese sentiments. The 

v 

Japanese have cared for the mortal rerri^irzs of our leader for 58 years 
while we Indians have failed to dcN^ur duty - 








PfiSlSlsP 



MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
NEW DELHI 


L.D. RaJte 
Director ( CNV ) 






No. 25/4/NGO-XI 
Dear Shri Sengupta, 


\ 


31 May 2004 


This' is with reference to the DNA testing of remains %n\C U; 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose kept in the Renkoji Temple . i okyo. 


N 


: T* 


2. We hh^e been informed by \ our Ambassador in » okyo tnat • ■ 
Mochizuki, the Head Priest of the Renkoji Temple in Tokyo, where the . 
remains are kept, has informed him that even though he Has 
reserva tions from the spiritual angle, he has no objection to a OnA 
being conducted on the mortal remains in his custody. It me DNA tes’. 
confirm the remains to be those of Netaji, he would be willing lo harm over 
to India the casket containing the ashes, but he would also Iik\e to keep a 
portion of the remains in the Renkoji Temple in Tokyo 


3. The Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry may kindiy consider 
the offer of Rev. Mochizuki above. If it is decided to con arc: the D:\A 'c. 

cc l: decisr, r. . : i a s 


|j forma.1 request will have to be made <o the Head Priest. On 

been made by the Commission, this Ministry would be happy to discuss the 


\ 
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further Steps that need t.o be taken. The External Affairs Minister has 
conveyed his willingness to meet with the Chairman of the Commission once 
the decision has been taken. 


With regards, 


Yours sincerely 


Sd/- 

(L. D. RaRcJ 


Shri Pradyot Kumar Sengupta, 

Secretary, 

Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry, 

B Block (3 rd floor), 11/A Mirza Ghalib Street, 
Kolkata- 700 087c 







Registered with A/D . 


Pradyot Kumar Sengupta, 

(Former Principal Secretary 

to the Government of West Bengal, Judicial Department) 
Secretary 

Justice Mukheijee Commission of Inquiry 
For inquiry into the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, Appointed by the Govt, of 
India, Ministiy of Home Affairs ' v 

’B' Block [3 rd Floored 1/A, Mirza Ghalib Stre<^, Kolkata- 700 087 

I 

D.O. No. J M Cl/ EO/ 2002-03/ 83 (III) 86 
Dear 


. 033 - 2252 - 2838 ,.- 70 
Fa* 03 3 -2252-27 6 3 

< » fuiii 

imcinsi’bj/jcfiiSiN sul.iic 


J unc 


Please refer to your d.o. letter No. 25/4/NGO-Xl dated May 2 
regarding DNA test of the mortal remains said to be of Netaji 3uu ha 
Chandra Bose kept in the Renkoji Temple of Tokyo. 


1 am directed to say that the Commission has already dceei- 
conduct DNA test of the aforesaid mortal remains kept in he 1 
Temple of Tokyo and to request you to take further necessary action . ha 
matter. 


I am further directed to say that the Commission has no objei 
the stipulation mentioned in the second sentence of the fust para of your 
above-quoted letter. 


An early reply regarding further progress in the matter wiA \y 


appreciated. 


With 



\ 


Yours, 

Sri L.D. Rake Sd 

Director (CNV) 

Ministry of External Affairs, 

Government of India 
South Block, 

New Delhi 1 10 001 


Arii* 
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CENTRAL FORENSIC SCIENCE LABORATORY 


\ 


(P.K. Scri>:,upLi) 
i.-crc't.in 

r gQg' i re -13/23 
fCoii'-’Ct f vClv ) 


pjogr TftPAjf or PORFNS)C SCIENCE S Ministry of Ho rpc Affairs G ovt , o findia. 30. dorochanfl Hood. PgfV, OrcL*. r - *' ,700.511 *• 


DR, V.K. KASHYAP 

Pb. D. FN. A, Sc. 
Director 


No. CFSL(K)/ VI/03/0 1/002/Mukh. Com/248 


CONFIDENT?/. L 


Dated : April 28, 2004 


Dear Sn Sengupta 

Kindly refer out telephonic discussion about the expertise of Prof. 
Mamoki Hirai, Dept, of Integrated Biosciences, University of Tokyo in 
Examination and DNA Fingerprinting of the burnt skeleton materials. Prof. 
Hirai is an internationally renowned Genetists & Molecular Biologist of 
Japan, however, we could not find any of his work on Forensic study oi the 
skeleton materials and its DNA profiling. 

Prof. N. Saitou at National Institute cjf Genetics, Mishimn, Japan and 
Prof. Takao Inoue at Tottori University, T^tori, Japan arc the two well 
Physical Anthropologists/Genetists/DN'A Experts. Prof. Saitou has been 
associated with Ancient Genome Encyclopedia and DNA Database of the 
excavated skeletons and Prof. Inoue has made significant contribution in 
identification of three skulls in most amazing preserved Archeological Site at 
Tottori, Japan - The world has ever seen. Bio-Data of ail above Scientists 
are enclosed for kind reference of the commission. The addresses of the 
above two Experts are provided below : 






Hr*. 


pwi 


1 gmg B 




02 


JlJl) 

.»rv 





2004 


v * 





f Prof- 
tyo in 
>. Prof, 
igisl of 
f of the 

;>an and 
wo well 
as been 
,e of the 
)Ution in 

) O i i'/s a J 

a* c* •' 

Scientists 

cs of the 



\ 


2 - 



A n. nernjrc - 8/1 3 
(C cllc ctiv ej yj 


Prof. N. Saitou 

Prof. Takao Inoue 

Dept, of Genetics 

Professor Ln Anatomy 

National Institute of Genetics 

School of Medicine 

University of Tokyo 

Tottori University 4- JO], 

1 1 1 1 Yata, Mishima, 4 1 1 - 8540 

Koyama - Minami 

JAPAN 

Totton - 680-8550 

Phone :+8 1-55-98 1-6790 

JAPAN 

Pax : +81-55-981-6789 

Fax : +81-859-34-8207 

E.mail : nsaitou@genes.nig.ac.jp 

B.mail : a010002@zirn > fottori~u 




If you want any further assistance, please feel free to contact us. 

With kind regards, 

| Yours sincerely, 

Sd/- 

fV.K. Kashyap) 
28.4.04 

Enel. : As stated. 

Sri P. K. Sengupta 

Secretary* 

Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 
B-Block, 3 rd Floor 
1 1/A, Mirza Ghalib Street 
Koikata - 700 087. 


Phone ♦ 91-33-2284-1688.2284-1753 Pax : +91-33-2284-9442. E-mad , dtubprti@giascJ0 1 vsrl.ner jn/cf$ Cdi(§>indic!imei'.r.c.u 


An nexu.rc - B/ 13 
[Collectively) 


Pradyot Kumar Sengupta, 

(Former Principal Secretary 

to the Government of West Bengal., Judicial Department) 

Secretary 

Justice Mukherjee Commission oflnquiry 
For inquiry' into the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, Appointed by the Govt. of 
India, Ministry of Home Affairs 

B’ Block (3 rd Floor], 1 1/A, Mirza Ghalib Street, Kolkata- 700 087 
D.O. No. JM Cl/ £0/2002-2003/83(111)/ 30 May 06, 2004 


CONFIDENTLY. 

Dear 



: 033-2252-2835,2765/68 
Fa>: : 033-2252-2765 

C-mn j I . 

jmcinscbQcalO. vsnl.nct.in 


Please refer to my d.o. letter No. JMCI/EO/2002-2003/83(Hi)/2i 
dated April 20, 2004 on the subject of proposed DNA test of the alleged 
ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose Kept in the Renkoji Temple reply ;o 
which is yet to be received. 


In this connection, I am directed to say that the Commission has 
received the names of two (2) more Japanese DNA Scientists. They arc : 


f 1. Prof. N. Saitou 

Dept, of Genetics 

National Institute of Genetics 

University of Tokyo 

1111 Yata, Mishima, 41 1-8540 

Japan 

Phone : +81-55-981-6970 
Fax : +81-55-981-6789 
E.mail : nsaitou@genes.nig.ac.jp 


2. Prof. Inoue 

Professor of Anatomy 
School of Medicine 
Tottori University 4-101 
Koyama - Minami 
Tottori - 680-8550 
Japan 

Fax : +81-859-34-8207 

E.mail: a010002@zim.tottori-u.ac.jp 


\ 



\ 
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A n net: lir e - B/ 13 
(Co Bee: rrclyl 

In my earlier d.o. letter,* you were requested to furnish the 
Commission with necessary information about the competence of the 
Japanese DNA expert Prof. Mamoki Hirai of the Department of Integrated 
Biosciences, Graduate School of Frontier Sciences, University of Tokyo. Now 
that the Commission has got the names and particulars of two (2) more DNA 
Scientists of Japan, I am directed to request you to kindly furnish 'It v 
Commission with your valued opinion about the competence and suitability 
of the above-named three DNA scientists for the proposed DNA test of the 
alleged ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose kept in the Renkoji Temple, 
Japan. 

i 

As the matter is extremely urgent, an early reply will be highly 
appreciated. 


With 


Yours sincerely, 
Sd/- 


(P.K. Scngupm) 
Secrctarv 


To 



Dr. Lalji Singh 
Director 

Centre for Cellular and Molecular Biology 
Uppal Road 
Hyderabad 500 007 



C C M B 
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A nnexnre - B/ 13 
[Colic ctively) 


CENTRE FOR CELLULAR AND MOLECULAR BIOLOGY 


(Council of Scientific & Industrial Research) 

Uppal Road, Hyderabad -? 500 007, India 


Dr. Lalji Singh 

Director 


No. DCCMB/34 
May 17, 2004 


Mr. Pradyot Kumar Sengupta 
Secretary 

Justice Mukherjee Commission of Enquiry 
Ministry of Home Affairs 
'B' Block (3 rd floor) 

1 1 /A, Mirza Ghalib Street 
Kolkata - 700 087 

Dear Mr Sengupta, 

Please refer to your letters no. JMCI/E0/2002-2003/83(1I1)/21 dated 
20 th April, 2004 and JMCI/E0/2002-2003/83(III)/30 dated May 6, 
2004. As desired by you, we have looked at the profiles of all the three 
Japanese scientists, whose names you had sent. Of the three scientists, 
only Prof. N Saitou, Department of Genetics, National Institute of 
Genetics, University of Tokyo, is working on ancient samples and he 
can be a suitable scientist to analyse the alleged ashes of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose. 1 am herewith enclosing some of his relevant work 
published in international journals for your information. 
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You are also most welcome to make use of our facility, which was 
created very recently. However, I would appreciate jf someone from' yam 
side comes to CCMB with the photographs of the ashes fcr discussion 
before we take up this work. 

With kind regards, 

Yours sincerely, 

Sd/- | 

( Lalji Singh ) \ 
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Prndyot Kumar Scngupta, 

(Former Principal Secretary 

to the Government of West Bengal, Judicial Department) 
Secretary 

Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 
For inquiry into the alleged disappearance ojf 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, Appointed by ih ^ Gov t. of 
India, Ministry of Home Affairs 

’B' Block (3 rd Floor), 11/ A, Mirza Ghaiib Street, .Kolkata- 700 087 


: 033-2252-2835,2 7 f o/i; 


J'iix : 033-2252-2705 
C - r n ; j 1 1 : 

jJUCJnscUlf/ica 13. vsnl.iM.'l.n 


D.O. No. JMCl/EO/2002-2003/83(iii)/46 


May 20, 200* 



This Commission has been set up by the Government of India for 
inquiry into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra IJosc, a 
national leader of India, as the claim of some people that he died in a plane- 
crash at Taihoku on August 18, 1945 and was cremated there and that his 
ashes were preserved in the Rcnkoji Temple in Tokyo, is diputed by other;,, 
'flic points of inquizy before the Commission include, inter-ulia; tin; 
following :• 


1. Whether Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose died in the alleged. plane 
crash. 


2. Whether the alleged ashes kept in the Rcnkoji Temple in Jup<. 
are ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandx'a Bose. 
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1; Some pieces of bone fragments greenish in colour, 

2. Two flat pieces appearing to be parts of the skull, 

3. A brown paper bundle containing what appears to be teeth and 
other bone fragments ; 


4. A thing what appears to be a portion of the jaw with recess- 1 
where teeth might have been ; 

5, More bone fragments ; 

For a thorough and scientific probe into the points of inquiiy ;;d 
that matter, to establish the identity of the deceased this Conim;ssh.r. 
intends to get DNj^tests done in respect of the above mortal remains. N 
the question is whether DNA tests can be conducted on the sa.d morta. 
remains for the purpose indicated abov£ if blood samples are maae available 
from both paternal and maternal lineage\)f Subhas Chandra Bose. In other 
words, the Commission wants to know about the feasibility of DNA tests on 
the mortal remains for the purpose of establishing the identity of deceased 

Dr. Lalji Singh, Director, Centre for Cellular and Molecular Biol. 
Hyderabad, India, and Dr. V.K. Kashyap, Director, Centra] Forensic Science 
Laboratory, Kolkata, India have highly recommended your name and 
furnished the Commission with your address and bio-data. They have also 
made the Commission acquainted with some of your 





- o ~ 

A n Rgftjirg - B/j.3 
(CoJIectl v cly) 


achievements in this field. Both of them regard you as the light person for 
the nature of scientific work required to be done for the purposes of this 
inquiry. If the intended DNA test of the said mortal remains is feasible, the 
Commission rnay be informed of the procedure to be followed, steps to be 
taken and your terms and conditions for rendering your valuable services for 
this purpose to the Commission. 


An early reply will be highly appreciated. 


With regards, 



I 

\ 

To 

Prof. N. Saitou, 

Department of Genetics, 

National Institute of Genetics, 

University of Tolcyo, 

1111, Yata, Mishima, 411 -8540, 

Japan 

D.O. No. JMCI/EO/2002-2003/83(iii)/46/l 


Yours sincerely, 
Sd/- 

( P. K. Sengputa ; 

Score tat v 


May 26, 2004 


Copy forwarded to Sri Rajesh, Joint Secretary (IS), Ministry of Home Affairs, 
Government of India, North Block, New Delhi- 1 10001 . 


Sd/- 

( P. K. Sengupta } 
Secretary 

\ 


i 

\ 
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15 : 19 FROM SAITOULNARUYALNIG _ JAPAN TO 001.08133 


P.01 


NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF GENETICS 
MISHIMA, JAPAN 


June 1 1, 2004 

Mr. Pradyot Kumar Sengupta 
Secretary 

Justice Mukheijee Commission of Inquiry 
FAX : 033-2252-2765 (2 pages are sent') 
India 



Dear Mr. Pradyot Kumar Sengupta : 


Thank you for your FAXi dated May 26, 2004. 1 sent email to you on June 
did not reach you (error message is attached). Two days ago, I also received an :: 
from you. So I decided to send you FAX. 

I know that late Mr. Chandra Bose was famous in modem Indian history. But I did 
not know that his ’’alleged ashes” are kept in Japan. The DNA examination ir ... 
such "ash” is usually impossible, because of critical damage to DNA and othc* 
biomolecules when a dead human body was burnt down into .ish Sc oni; 
possibility may be to compare morphological similarity between some remr.sr. : 
teeth and/or skuLI in ash with some other reference materiaj. 

At this moment, this is what 1 can tell to you. 

If you have further question. Please let me know. 

Yours Sincerely, 

Sd/- 

Saitou Naruya. Ph D. 

Professor, Division of Population Genetics, National Institute of Gcnebccs 
Mishima- 411-8540 JAPAN 

TEL : 8 1-559-8 1-6790 FAX: 81-59-81-6789 

Email : usaitou@genes.nm.ac/jp 

Home Page : http:/ / saver.lab.nig.ac.jp/-saiton / 
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( Collectivel y) 


JUSTICE MUKUERJEE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY 
FOR INQUIRY INTO THE ALLEGED DISAPPEARANCE OF 
NETAJI SUB HAS CHANDRA BOSE. 

'B' Block, (Third Floor) 

1 1 /A, Mirza Ghalib Street, Kolkata - 700 087 


FAX : 033 2252-2765 


FAX : 033 2252-2765 


No. J MCI/ £0/2002-2003/83(111)/ 88 


Th fine : 


Chairman - '2252-2S3S 
Secrtuiry 2252-3767 

Officer on 

Special Duty - 2252 -27<yS 
Office - 2252-2766/68 


e-mnil 

jrncinscb^caJ3.vsri).rici in 


From : Shri P.K. Scngupta, 
Secretary. 


To 

Mr. Saitou Naruya, Ph.D. 

Professor, Division of Population 
Genetics, National Institute of Genetics 
Mishirna, 4 1 1*8540 JAPAN. 


June 2 1 , 2004 

I 


Sub : DNA test of the alleged ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose kept in the Renkoji Temple in Japan. 


Dear 



I sincerely thank you for your letter dated 1 1.6.04 sent by fax. 

I am sending herewith six (6) photographs of the alleged ashes kept in 
the Renkoji Temple with the request, to kindly examine the photographs and 
give your valued opinion on the following 

1) Whether DNA tests of the objects of the photographs are prima- 
facie possible. 








Anne xu re - 0 /1 3 

(Col lectively ) 


2) Whether the possibility of DNA text of the aforesaid objects as 
shown in the photographs can be tolaiiy ruled out without 
preliminary scientific examination of the same. 


3) If the answer to' the serial no. (2) is in the negative then it maj 
kindly be intimated whether you agree to conduct the necessary 
preliminary scientific examination of the objects to ascertain 
whether DNA can be extracted or separated for the purpose >; 
DNA tests. 

I am also enclosing a copy of a letter dated 12/18.11.2002 giving 
therein full descriptions of the photographs. 

An early reply will be highly appreciated. 


With regards, 



Yours faithful \\ , 
Sd/- 


(P.K. Sengupta) 
Secret a fv 


Enclo : As above. 





Saiiou Naruya <?)saiiou@genes.nig.ac jp> 
JMCJ <j mein scb@ca]3. vsnl.net. in > 
n sai to u < n sai tou@gene s . n ig . ac . j p> 

Friday, July 16, 2 004 6:50 AM 

My own assessment after seeing six photos 


Dear Mr. Shri P.K. Sengupta : 
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Thank you for your airmail. 1 now saw 6 photos you sent to me. 

Because 1 am not specialized in forensic science, my assessment ma}' not be 
valid. But my own assessment is that the bones shown in these pictures 
were apparently from dead body that was burnt, and 1 think it is unlikely to 
extract DNA fragments by using PCR (polymerase chain reaction) Tor 
individual identification. If you agree, I can seifd these photos to a Japanese 
researcher who is specialist on forensic science to get his professional 
opinion. 

Yours sincerely, 


Saitou Naruya, Ph.D. 

Professor 

Division of Population Genetics, 

National Institute of Genetics 
tv, Department of Genetics, School of Life Science, 
Graduate University for Advanced Studies 
1 1 J 1 Yata, Mishima, 41 1-8540, Japan 
TEL 8 1-55-98 1-6790 
PAX 8 1 -55-98 1 -6789 
Email : nsmtou@genes.nig.ac.jp 
Web ; vSayer.lab.nig.ac.jp/-saitou/ 


i 
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JMCI 

From : JMCI <jmcinscb;u;cal 3. vsnl.net. m> 

To : <nsatiau@genes.nly.acjp> 

Sent : * Tuesday, July 20, 2004 2:08 PM 

Subject : Specialist in DNA and Forensic Science 

Dear Prof Saitou Naruya, 

I 

J sincerely thank you for your e-mail daWi July 16, 2004 in ivpn* 
letter No. JMC]/EO/2002-03/83(IH)/99 dated July 5, 2004. 1 am djin 
say that the Commission agrees to your proposal to gel professio i r 
of a competent Forensic DNA expert on the photographs of the mb 
.sent to you 

1 am further directed to request you to kindly communicate as cur 
possible the professional opinion of the specialist in DNA and r 
Science, as suggested by you, along with your own assesrm'-n; 
about the feasibility or otherwise of DNA test of the alleged as! < 
by the photographs serTt^ to vou. 

I 

As the. matter is very urgent, an early reply will be highly appr ccum ... 

With regards, 

Yours sincerely, 

Sd/- 

(P.K. Sengupta) 

Secretary * ^ 

Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry^ 

B Block, (Third Floor) 

1 1 / A, Mirza Ghalib Street, Kolkata - 700 087 
Fax : 033 2252-2765 
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From : Saitou Naruya <nsaitou@gencs.nig.ac.jp>| 

To : JMCI <jmcinscb@caJ3.vsnl.net.Ln> V 

Cc : <vamachan@tsuru.med.nagoyani.ac jp>; nssitou<nsaitou@genes.nig.ac jp> 

Sent : Friday, July 23, 2004 9:31 AM 

Subject ; Re : Specialist in DNA and Forensic Science 


Dear Mr. Sengupta 

1 now obtained opinion of a Forensic DNA expert, Dr. Toshimisu Yamamoto 
at Forensic Medicine Department of Nagoya University School of Medicine. 
He examined photos I sent to him, and reached the same conclusion as J 
reached. 

All bones and teeth showed that, they got hi^h heat, and there is almost no 
possibility to obtain DNA from these bone matbfial. 


Shall I return you photos I received from you via air mail ? 


Saitou Naruya, Ph.D. 

Professor 

Division of Population Genetics, 

National Institute of Genetics 

& Department of Genetics, School of Life Science, 
Graduate University for Advanced Studies | 

1111 Yata, Mishima, 4 1 1-8540, Japan \ 

TEL. 8 1 -55-981 -6790 

FAX :8 1-55-98 1-6789 

E-mail : nsaitou@genes.nig.ac.jp 

Web : sayer.lab.nig.ac.jp/-saitou/ 
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Annexure s/l 4 (Cai.. I estiva ; y ; 


Pfrv.iyyt Kumar Scunpipla , 

( f-’cji ** r.'.T l'riucip:il Secretary 

to the CiovcriKiicn t of West Bengal, Judicial Department) 

Sect o(n in- 
justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 
Tor inquiry into the alleged disappearance of 
Nciaji Sublias Chandra Bose, Appointed by Lhc Govt, of 
India. Minishy of Home Affairs 
'B‘ Block (3 ,d floor), 1 1/A Mirza GJiaJib Street, KoJkala-700007 


i a.s 

C’Jl !- 


D.O.NoJMCI/EO/2002-2003/S3(Ifi)/269 


i ■ 




**• / 

: <0 ■> 


-1 

o 


}c 


Dear 


B 


iV ! J # 




Nov ember 09 


I am directed to icqucsl you to kindly refer to your IclLcr Mo. 25/‘1/Nt iO-Xll J.itco 
regarding DNA lest of the alleged ashes of Nciaji Subhas Chandra Uose kepi in 
also to my d.o. Idler No. JMCi/CO/2C02-03/o > 3(I !))/86 dated June I7,.2U(J-I in reply m 


Drawing your attention to die Uiiril pauNH* your above-quoted icttci > l. 
directed to request you to let the Commission know whether any formal request 
IVicsl of the temple and, if so, Lite result of that request, lu my d.o. letter No. K.h»II)^:o 
200-4 I informed you that die Commission had no objection to die stipulation mu. rum i 
sentence of die first para of your above-quoted letter dated 31 May, 20CJ4. i 
letter dated 1 7'*' June, 2004 has been received. 


Meanwhile, die photographs of die alleged ashes, as received from the Indian Lml . 
were shown to Dr. Lalji Singh, Director, CCMB at Hyderabad. I am directed to 

his letter NujCCMB/LS dated November 3, 2004 addressed to die liun’uie C • u: : . 

in which he has expressed Jus opinion ubout lhc fcasibiliiy or otherwise of t! 1 te* i • 
ashes. 


Inviting your notice lo the third para of die letter of D/ . Lnlji S.u i_ i : 
intimate the Commission whether the Chief Priest of the Rcnkuji temp c v. 
allow a competent Verson to be deputed by die Commission ’to sort out the {> 
of bones’ from die casket containing die alleged aslies for die purpose o I nseena j. 
cm i acted it of n such pieces ot bones. 


f 




A KIU-)(WVi. 


P>] lL *(^ Ce\\<*i'£ 


• uiihor action will be taken by tiiu Commission after receiving your icply. 


a 


With regards. 
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line: As above 



(R K . Senrojiia) 
Sect chn y 


Mr. L.U.Ralte 
L) ir eel or (CN V) 

Mini slrj* of External Affairs, Govermneni o( India, 

South Block, 

New Delhi I IU 001 

i 

\ 

D O.NoJMCI/aO/2U02^2003/83(iii)/269/l November V, 2UIM 


Copy forwarded to Sri U.K.Knlra Director (S), Ministry of Home Affairs, Govt, af India. Nik -'h 
New Dclhi-HUQOI for information and necessary aclron. Copy of the Jett3er NO CCMIJ/LS unled 
November, 200d of Dr. L.nlji Singh. Director, CCMJL3 is enclosed. 



(1\K. Scuguj*i«i) 

line- As above . Secretary 
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Annexur e 

Dr. L ci I j i Singh 

Director 


/ 

yi 4 


No . DCCWG/L3 
November 3. 200^ 

I 

Shri Justice M K Mbkheijee 
1 tie Hon'blo Chairman 
Justice Mukhcijce Commission of Inquiry 
Kolkolo 700 007 



( Collectively ) 



Dear Shri Mukherjce, 


Shri P K Scngupta, Secretory, Justice Mukhc/joe Commission of Inquiry 
o’lccjcd (lisnfjpcnronco of Neloji Subhcis Cl tundra Bose conic lo CCMB, , • 

November 2004 ‘3! 10.00 pm. He come lo the laboratory on 3 ,cl November at 10 JU am miu 
meeting was hold with ihe Director, CCM13, Or Lslji Singh and the Scien{ist-in-churr.;e ol l»u 
A ncient DNA Facility, Dr K Thongaraj. 






'Ihe photographs oi ihc ashes supposed iu be that ol Nclaji Du 
ccueluily looked a!. From the photographs, ii cippeors that the bones .« 
leaving very little hope for the survival of DNA. However, on the e.-.m n: 
b, it appears that there may be some portions of teeth and jaw bone:. .■ • 
comp lied to the oilier bones. Attempts could be made to bony those p<ocv . m ?;o 
are relatively less charred to isolate DNA and to establish the ider, ly c: tr. M 

Hie Ancienl DNA Facility at COM3, which hoc been sol-up wjlh [ho mndvu : . -o 
Depahment of Biotechnology (DBT) and Council of Scientific and industna f- so 
is fully functional. It is advisable that a scientist, specifically moiecu.or ; 
requested to soil out the potentially less charred pieces of bonus from a i 
in Japan to bring it lo Indio. These selected pieces could he sealed in . 
bi ought to India at room temperature. It is not required lo store the pieces 
dry ice* container. We are retaining the photographs brought by Shri Sl 
records. 


Wiih kind regards. 


You i 

i , 


sincerely, 

/ 

i 


Y 


[ L.'llji iMIH])l J 
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I ^AnneKnr e B/1 5 iCo?>; 

MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL A r FAIRS 

NEW DELI!! 


L. D. Ralte 

Joint Secretary (CNV) 


25 April 2005 


\ 


p.O. No.25/4/NGO-Vol.XIV 
Dear Shn Roy, 

\ 

Reference correspondence regarding DNA testing of the alleged . »hcs. 
of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose kept in the Renkoji Temple in Japn 

2. JMCI has already been informed vide our letter no. 25/4/NOO-X! 
dated 31 st May 2004 that Reverend Mochizuki, the Head Priest c «i 
Renkoji Temple in Tokyo, had conveyed to our Ambassador in Tokyo ihr ' 
even though he had reservations from the spiritual angle, he 
objection to a DNA test being conducted on the mortal remains 
custody. It was further conveyed that if the DNA test confirms the remains 
to be those of Netaji, he would be willing to hand over to India the casket 
containing the ashes, but he would also like to keep a portion of the remains 
in the Rankoji Temple in Tokyo. JMCI, when informed of this, had conveyed 
its ‘no objection’ to the Head Priest’s request. 

3- Thereafter, the Mission made a formal proposal to Reverend Mochizuki 
to allow a competent person from the Centre for Cellular <V Molecular 
Biology (CCMB), Hyderabad to be deputed by the Justice Mukherjee 
Commission of Inquiry to select the pieces from, the mortal remains. 


\ 
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\ 




Anoe:i"^ P / 1 rj j Qc ! 1 c c t i v c 1 j 


2 

4. The response received from Reverend Mochizuki to this form... 
proposal is enclosed, along with an unofficial English translation. The Chi 
Priest has agreed to the DNA testing of the remains, but has requested 
sufficient notice of the arrival of expert/s from India. He has also reques 
for recognition of his father and for himself in case of positive confirm, 
of the DNA testing. 

With best regards. | 

\ 

Yours sincere!;. , 

(L. D. RalteJ / 

Shri M. Roy 
Secretary, 

Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry, 

“B" Block (Thiiu Floor), 11/A, Mirza Ghalib Street, 

Kolkata - 700087 
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Arme?:nrc 3/ Ifi jCo *lgctr/£lvi 

To Mr. Srinivas, 

The First Secretary of the Embassy of India 


Please forgive me for answering to your letter too late. 

I wish to express my view as follows : 

On December 9, PM Vajpayee visitedj the Renkoji Temple to pay homage to 
remains of HE Mr. Subas Chandra BoSp, the leader of India’s independence 
movement. It was his second visit to the temple, following the one in his 
capacity as the Foreign Minister. After the Prime Minister's visit, I heard that 
a test for remains could be conducted. 

A delegation led by Mr. Mukerji visitedj the Renkoji Temple on September 17, 
2002. On that occasion, the persorts^ concerned including mysell and 
Messrs. Masao Hayashi and Shigemoto Okruda of the Chandra Bose 
Academy gathered. They offered thorough explanations about the death of 
HE. Mr. Chandra Bose. I have no doubts about the authenticity ol the 
explanations of these relevant individuals. The possibility of conducting a 
DNA test was not discussed at ail in the meeting. 


In October, Messrs. Rajasekhar and Armstrong visited the temple and told 
me to open a casket of remains by order of Mr. Mukerji. I agreed to open it. 
They took pictures of the scene. On my request to give a statement testifying 
that 1 did not take the liberty , of opening the casket, they put a paper 
describing it in the casket. To my grelat surprise, the picture had appeared 
in the local newspaper in India. I was strongly shocked to hear of the news. 
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Colonel H. Raman, Mrs. Sahay, Mr. Iyer and officials of the Japanese 

authorities concerned visited my father and requested him to keep remains 

(Please read an attached paper in which expressed my hope that sain' 

remains be kept at the Renkoji temple. May 1 make one more request, i 1! 

be grateful, if the Indian authorities make an arrangement for us, who have 
• # 

been keeping rertaains in the past 60 years, to curb the names of my father 
and myself in a plat in pedestal on which a statue of HE Mr. Chandra Bose 
is placed in India. If I were allowed to keep some remains, I shall offer 
prayers for the repose of soul of HE. Mr. Bose Chandra Bose. 

N ich iko M o chisuk: 

Chief Priest of the Renkoji Temp r 

(25.3.2005; 




I 






“About remains of N e taj h an d r a Bose” 

By Kyoei Mochizuki 
the Chief Priest of the Renkoji Temple 


In this paper Rev. Mochizuki described in details a process of the handover 
of remains of Chandra Bose to the Renkoji Temple from the day when he 
was first consulted about a funeral of Chandra Bose; and his involvement in 
the matter. His interaction with the Indian Embassy in Tokyo and the 
government of India are also mentioned. 
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JUSTICE MUKHERJEE COMMISSION OF U-KJUUV/ 
For INQUIRTY INTO THE ALLEGED DISAPPERANCE O 
NETAJI SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE 
"B" Block, (Third Floor) 

11/A, Mirza Ghalib Strefet, Kolkata - 700 037 




\ 


Chairman -2 52-20 3 r > 
Secretary - 2 : 2 - 276 '/ 
Officer on 

Specie! Duly - 232 .- 27 ^ 


nfnr.p 


a c 7V; ' A‘ 


Fan : 033 2252-2765 

NO. JMCI/EO/2002-03/83(IV)/33 


e-mav : 

jmcin3el;@C2J.3.vsn!.n*.-‘ • 


May 20. 2005 


From 


: The Secretary 

Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 

\ 


To 

The Joint Secretary (CNV), 
Ministry' of External Affairs, 
Government of India, 

New Delhi - 110001. 


Sub : Proposed DNA test on the alleged ashes of Netaji Suon 
Chandra Bose kept in the Ren.koji Temple in_Ja_n.gr; 


Sir, 


1 am directed to refer to your D.O] letter No. 25 / 4 /NGO-Vo!..Xl’v 
April 25, 2005 received by this Commission on M ay 2, 2005 on the a ; '• 
subject and to state certain facts before replying to your letter urn. 
reference. 


240 


2 


Amiexu£e_^_B/J : 5 

(Coll ective J y j 


* 


On June 16, 2004 the Commission received from the Director (CNV) 
Ministry of External Affairs, Government of India, New Delhi h . '3 letter Mr 
25/4/NG O-XI dated May 31, 2004 in which the Commission was informed 
that the Head Priest of the Renkoji Temple had^given his clearance for the 
DNA test on the mortal remains lying in his custody subject to the condition 
that in the event of those remains being confirmed, on such test, to be those 
of Netaji, he would be willing to hand over to India the casket containing the 
ashes after keeping a portion of the remains in the Renkoji Temple in Tokyo. 
If in consideration of the aforesaid offer of the Head Priest,, the Commission, 
it was further stated in that letter, decided to conduct the DNA test, a forma! 
request would have to be made to the Head Priest/ and Ministry of External 
Affairs would be happy to discuss the further steps to be taken in pursuance 
of such decision of the Commission. In reply, the Commission addressed :s 


D.O. letter No. JMCI/EO/2002-03/83/(IIl)/86 dated June 17, 2004 u. the 
Director (CNV), Ministry of External Affairs confirming its decision o 
conduct the DNA test on the ashes, communicating its acceptance of the 
Head Priest's offer in toto and requesting the Ministry to take further 
necessary action in the matter. While the Commission was awaiting the 
Ministry's response in this regard, it (the Commission) received from the 
Centre for Cellular and Molecular Biology, Hyderabad their letter date . 
November 3, 2004 containing an advice for Collection of potentially less 
charred bone pieces from the ashes kept at'hthe Renkoji Temple and 
transmission of the same to India for the purpose of ascertaining the 
feasibility of the proposed DNA test. A copy of that letter was forwarded by 
the Commission to the director (CNV), Ministry of External Affairs along 
with its D.O. letter No. JMCI/EO./2002-2003/83/(III)/269 dated November 



9, 2004 with a request to let the Commission know whether the Renkoj 
Temple authorities would accede to a request to allow a competent person lc 
be deputed by the Commission to sort out the potential^' less charred pieces 
of bones from the casket containing the ashes tying with the Renkoji Temple 
The Commission forwarded a copy of that letter together wilh a copy oi the 
enclosure thereof to the Director(S)’, Ministry of Home Affairs, Government o 
India, New Delhi also for information ariti^ necessary action, Copies of those 
correspondence are enclosed for ready reference. 


' • 


The letter under reference which is, in fact, your reply to (he 
Commission’s D O. letter dated November 9, 20 Oh referred to above reveals 
inter alia, that the Indian Mission in Japan having made in deference to Jit 
Commission’s request a formal proposal to the Head Priest of the Tom pit tc 
allow a competent person to be deputed by the Commission for the purpose 
of selection of potentially less charred bone pieces from the mortal remains 
lying with the Temple, the Head Priest had sent a reply thereto, agreeing tc 
the DNA testing of the remains. A copy of the Head Priest’s reply lugcthci 
with • English translation thereof has also been made available to the 
Commission along with the letter under reference. The reply received from 
the. Head Priest does not, however, answer much less approve the formal 
proposal forwarded to him at the instance of this Commission. 

In the circumstances stated above, I am further directed to request 

V 

you kindly to persuade the Temple authorities to give their consent tc 
selection, of potentially less charred bones from the casket in terms of the 





'U \ 

A 

/\r. 1 ; r c rj : 

i C * ; y »i V 

fourth paragraph of the Commission’s D.O. letter dated Novembei 9, iUv, 

referred to above so as to facilitate the DNA testing without hr: 

time. 

Yours fiiiihhd 

Ends : As above. Sd/- 

Sccretarv 

May 20 20.' 


No. J MCI / EO / 2002-03/ 83(1 V)/ 33/ 1 

I 

Copy with copies of, enclosures forwarded : 

The Joint Secretary (£*), 

Ministry of Home Affairs, 

Government of India, 

Mew Delhi- 1 10 001 - for information and favour of taking necessary rero- 


Encls : As above. 


Secretaiy 


Sd/ 






JUSTICE MUKHERJEE COMMISSION OF' INQUIRY 
For INQUIHTY INTO. THE ALLEGED DISAPPERAFCE OF 

NETAJI SUBKAS CHANDRA BOSE 

"B" Block, -^Tliird Floor) 

1 1 / A, Mirra Glialib Street, Ivolkata - 700 037 i-A o - 


Fax : 033 2252-2765 


l 

\ 


NO. JMCI/EO/2002-03/83(lV)/75. 


Clisirrnar - 25rTM7- 
S ecre ta ry ■ * 252 - 1: '/ £ 7 
Gincvr on 

Speci Duly ■ 2 5- *2;i ; 
Office ' ^ - 252-27 oG o' 

rp;na;! • 

mcinssb.2i , C£! 2 vbH [ 


From ; The Secretary, JMC1 


Ko'kala. 



To 

The Joint Secretary, 
Ministry' of External Affairs. 


Government of India, 
South Block, 

New Delhi - 110001. 


Sub : 

Proposed DNA test on the alleged as! c.s 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose kept m 
Renkoji Temple in Japan - the requires 
consent of the Head Pricsr/TemM 
. Authorities in the matter. 

S i r, 

\ 


I am directed to* ref^r to the correspondence an the above- 
subject referred to in the Commission's letter no JMC1/EO/2GU2- 
03/83(IV)/33 dated 20.5.05 addressed to the Jt. Secretary., ME/.. 
Govt, of India and to request you to kindly persuade the Head Pn 
or the Competent Authorities of the Rcnkoji Tern pic to give 
consent to selection of potentially loss charred bones from the < : s. 




(! 

h 






kept in the temple containing alleged mortal remains/'ashes of No 
Subhaa Chandra Bose, for the purpose of proposed DNA test .be f 
as is being solicited from the said Temple Authorities through 
MEA, Gove, of India by the Commission. 


Yours faith: j 
St!/- 



; */» 
OCC 


No. JMCJ/ EO / 2002-03 / 83(1 V) j 75(1 ) 


Dated 


Copy forwarded to the J!:. Secretary, Ministry of Horne AHvu 
Govt, of India, North Biock, New Delhi- 11000.1 for kind iniorma;- 
and favour of taking necessary action. 

Sd/~ 

(M kc 

• Secrete 

i 

\ 


\ 
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Annexuro-C 


> 


7 0 


(Collectively) 


Justice M.K. Mukherjee Commission of Inquii 

Proceedings dated 17. 01. 2001 (Severn hj 

Held a I I lie S cn j ilaJI. Annexe Duildi/^', iV(a!i.i/:iti Sau.m. 

166, Cltiilaranjan Avenue, Ca|cq|ia 700 007 


Proceedings 


4 




I ; m January 2001 


In lerms of Uie order passed in the last silling of t||C Commission on 22.12.2udO’. f 
Lde two applications (filed through officfavnisj by Shri Kamel Pande, Secretory to Jhe . 
Government of India, .Ministry cl Home Affairs, and Shri Jarjjail Singh, a Joint SecreL., . 
in die Prime Minister's Chico, claiming privilege in rescue! of Uie contents of ir e ‘ 
documents reloricd to in their ’respective applications tjiivw been taken up ior Jurtnu j 
hearing , 


Al the commencement of Uie hearing Mr. Pau| f j o s submitted Ui?.( lest i in: 
Commission folds that Shri Jcmail Singh being a joint Secretary is not compete r 


claim privilege in view of Uie provisions of Sections 123 of lb? Evidence Act, lie may I/-' 
permitted to file a supplementary affidavit affirmed by Slip t/.K, Singh, Secretary in tiie 
Prime Minister s office fully supporting Uie dam of Shri Ja/fiJI Singh wiUiin a day or iv/u. 
The prayer lias been allowed. Tnereafier the learned Counsel lor (he parties, including 


the learned Counsel for Government of Indio, have teen hoard al length on Uie clou d 
privilege. Mecessary Orders in this regard will to passeg in due course. 

\ (l 

' (MJv. Muhhcr/irc) 

Chairman. 


9 

* 




Anno 
i wC * •' 



Sri Kama! Pande, Secretary to t j j g Cover - 
mo n t of India, In inistry of Homo Affair’s, (;as fii 1 
jn .application through an affidavit claiming pri- 
vilege in respect of the following files yortai.nl 
to Nctaji Subhas Chandra dose 

l) Bringing the lashes -of h'etaj.l kept 
in Renkoji Temple in Tokyo, Japan 
to India; and 

ii) Posthumous announcement of a'ward cf 
'Bharat Ratna 1 to R’etaji ; 

Hie privilege .has been claimed, under Section:- i2J 
and 124' of the Evidence Act and Article 74 (?-. of 
' ’ the Constitution cf India. 


Similar claim under Sections 123 and 12-1 
of the Evidence Act has been made in anofh 1 -" affi- 
davit bySri Jarnail Singh, a Joint Secretary J.r, ’ • it 1 
Minister's Office, in respect of documents deslirr 
witfi the following issues 

ij Controversies regarding jietaji’s uo t! 
«nd bringing his ashes in India frc:r. 
Japan ; and 

ii) Identity of Mrs . Anita Puff, dac: .tc: 
of h’etaji Subhas ChanJra L’dsg. 


Later on , v/i t Ji 
i;ri N.]; P 6in 3 h t 


t ho per.'ni 5 s ion of 



tivi Co /;in; i i. si on 
rime fi.Lni s t ^ 1 1 






i 


- / - Annexure-C 

(Collectively 


\j( { i co has filed a suppl ament a ry affidavit :‘L 

the claim of Sri Jarnail slncjh. The learned Counsel 
far the deponents before th e^ Coinrnis 5 ion raised a 
threshold question as to the mai nta i na bii i ty of the 
claim-on the grounds ’thaj none of tfje affidavits 
specifies- the documents introspect of v-vhich privilege 
was being claimed nor do they indicate the reasons 
why it is apprehended that their disclosure v/ould 
lead to injury to public interest. To briny home 
their contentions they have taken me through the 
averments made in the affidavits and rolled on various 
Judgments of the Supreme Court in this regard. Parti- 
cular reference has been made to the Constitution 
Bench Judgments of the Supreme Court in State of 
funjab'vs. S«S*Singh, AIR 1961 5.C. <)93 wherein 
Ca jendragadkar J. (asHis Lordship then was), speaking 
for/ the majority, observed as unucr 

n The sole and the only test which should deter- 
mine the decision of the head of the department 
is injury to public Interest apd nothing else. 
Since it is not unlikely that l*x traneous and 
collateral purposes may operate in the mind 
of the person claiming the privilege It is 
necessary to lay down certain rules In respect 
of the manner in which the privilege should de- 
claimed, Wa think, that in such cases the 
privilege should be Iqlaimed generally bv the 
Minister in charge who is the political head of 
the. department concerned; if not, the Secretary 
of the department who is the c epa r tmen t a 1 head 
should make the claim; and the claim should 
always be made in the form of an affidavit. 

IVhen the affidavit is made by the Secretary the 
Court may, in a proper case, require an affida- 
v i t of 1 1 j e .V, i n i s t e~r himself, “'he a f f J d ay i t 
s ! 1 o u i d r-how that ■? e c h d cc c** a r- \ in cj »j n s t i o n i 1 .1 


i 


J 


Annexure-. 
(Collect ivei 


l;ron c z r c f \i 1 1 v r ? a d a no cons ldor^cJ , and the 
person makino th e affidavit is satisfied 
j that Its disclosure wouK! lead to pu blic 
Injury, If there are a series of documents 
included in a file it should appear from 
the. affidavit that each one of the documents, 
whose/ disclosure is objected to, h-s been 
duly considered • by the authority concerned. 
The affidavit should also Indicate b riefly 
within permissible limits the reason why It 
Is aopre bonded that their disclosure wc u I d 
lead to injury to public In t e rest f(emo ha sis 
supplied ) . 


Reliance was also placed in Amarchand -Uutayei vs. 

Union of India, AIR 1964 SC- 1653 .-/herein the .*bovo 
quoted principle was reiterated. Lastly, the attention 
of tile Commission was drawn to the following passage 
from the judgment of Supreme Court in R.K,Jain vs. 
Union of India (1993) 4 SCC page 120, 

"It is now settled law that the initial 
claim for public interest immunity to 
produce unpublished official records for 
short "State document^* should be made 
through an affidavit c^nerally by the 
Minister concerned, in his absence by the 
Secretary of the department or head of the 
department. In the latter case the court 
may require an affidavit of the Minister 
himself to be filed. The affidavit should 


have been carefully read 

and considered 

find the doDcnent lias been satisfied. 

supported b v reasons or Grounds valid - s n 'i 

germane, as to whv it is 

cunreh-ended lhn t 

public interest w o v 1 c b n 

injured b y d 1 r * c 1 o 




\ 


V 





Anngxurc-C 
( Collective 1 y [ 

i 

J 

5 \j r r cT t M ? docu^-nt ? u 'J c r c a ) L n/ l f o r . 

If the court * fin'ps the affidavit tin so t l s for lory 
3 further opportunity may b? given to flic 

additional affidavit or ho imy bo smnnionod for 

cros s-examina tlon , If the court is satisfied 
from the affidavit and the reasons assigned 
for withholding production or disclosure, tho 
Court may pass an appropriate order in that 
behalf. ? (emphasis supplied) 


In responding to the above contentions of the 
learned Counsel for the deponents, Mr , Pal appearing 
for the Union of India submitted that the affidavits 
clearly Indicate th<at the privilege has been claimed 
if') tho line of the observation's of the Cqpronje Court 
in the above cases and therefore, no exception could 
be taken to the same. He, however, fairly submitted 
that if tho Commission felt that the affidavits were 
unsatisfactory y. theSecretaries concerned may be given 
an opportunity to file additional affidavits, as 
observed by Supreme Court in R.K.Jain (Supra), 

To find an answer to the above questions 
I have carefully gone 'through the affidavits and files. 
Unlike the affidavits filet^on behalf of the Prime 
Minister's Office wherein -not only the documents hove 
been specifically mentioned but also the notes appea- 
ring therein (Annexure.I and IA respectively to tho 
affidavits), in -respect of which privilege has been 
claimed, the Ministry of Home Affairs have claimed 
privilege in respect of the entire contents of their 
t ' v ° flies. On perusal thereof, I find that these files 
only contain official notes and correspondences 
between the Ministry of Home Affairs, Prime Minister's 
•fice and other Ministries but also recurds of Par- 
^ Momenta cy proceedings, newspaper cuttings, open 

\ 


1 

v 


» 

1 


. . . 5 


i ■: l L c r r» sen L by eminent citizens to the Mlulstiv of 

) loi/i c Af/airs onu similar other documents, Appa; jy I; 
InLLer class of documents cannot answer the cA scr ip t iu 
of 'secret 1 erpeument-S' nor do they assume such ^ cnarac 
ter simply by their inclusion in files marked 
•« iqp SECRET". In that context, It was obligatory on 
the part of the Secretary of Ministry of Hume Affairs 
to specify the documents in respect of which pj/iv i I s. y ■ 
was being claimed. So far as furnishing of the :■ sc. * 
as to why it is apprehended that the disclosu; t 



documents in the files would \ead to injury to j-;u! lie 


interest is concerned, the only' rejson that has bee. 
given in the affidavit is that disclosure of the 
records would cause injury to India's relation with 
so hie Ci'xGndly foreign countries. An ether the above 
reason is appropriate one or not need not be decides 
at this stage but suffice it to ‘Say that the reason 
is not even available to other documents appearing 
In the files. In all such circumstances , the Ministry 
of Home Affairs was also required to indicate the 
specific reasons ior which the contents of the other 
relevant documents in the file should not be disclosed. 


For the foregoing discussion, the Secretary, 


Ministry of Home Affairs is directed to file a supple- 


keeping in viJew the observations made hereinbefore 
and the principle laid down by the Supreme Ccur‘ as to 
the manner- in which it is to be claimed. The 5 up ic* or - 
Lary' affidavit should be filed within a month or 
communication of this Order. Let a copy of this re-, 
alonywith the files received jfron the Ministry of Home 
Affairs be sent for choir res) e. 




Uocuim* ii L r. .inch the notes 1 m respect of which urlviieye 
is claimed, _ A£ regards the documents pertaining to tho 
identity of Airs , AnitaN^uf f , daughter of Notaji Subhas 
Chandra Dose, the same are not relevant to the terms 
of reference and hence the same may be sent back. The 
other documents and notes relate to correspondence 
between the Prime Minister's Office ah d the Home 
Ministry; and the s^ino also find place In the files 
of Ministry of Home Affairs in respect of which 
privilege has been claimed. In all such circumstances, j 
appropriate Srders regarding the merits of the claim 
of privilege in respect of those documents will be 
made on receipt of response of the Ministry of Homo 
Affairs to this Order. 



Cha i rm a n 



An nexu re -C 
(Collect j veJ y ) 


J USTICE M , K 4 HUKHERJEE COHMIS SIOH Or 1;,, J 


2'103 


y 


ii 

•7 


V 


In compliance with the order dated January 2 L , 
2001, passed Joy the Commission, Sri Kajnal Panda, 

* i ' — — - — — - 

to the Government of India in the Ministry of Hum-.* 
affairs, file d a supplementary affidavi t -n 
2001 specifying the documents in respect - i-'hich 
privilege is being claimed by him under Art: tie 
of the Constitution of India and sections 1/.2 tu * 
of the Evidence Act,. On receipt oi the cffi ■. > 
Ministry of Home /Affairs was asked to 
files containing those documents which have . . 
received o 


/ v£ ter pe ru s J. n g th j doc uc-rne ::C: i r i < y. : ■ : r. 
feel that it will bo appropriate to ;>rr nut 
orders in this regard afV^r our visit to boncio: 
study the declassified records pertaining to .* 
Subha a Chandra bone at the British Library 
examine certain on r sons as witnesses there , 

V 

'jLet a copy of this order be forward to to 
Secretary to the Ministry of Home Affairs* 


to 




(M.Xo Muki iui: 


CHAIRMAN 



Q uid I 

December 09, 2004 


Annoxurg -r 

(Collectively) 


.Justice tVl. 


\s 

i 


•iGRJEE COWS2ISSIOU Or JMQUiRV 


Piocoudlnys cb-tod December 9, 2004 ( 31 41 ) 

I leld at Seminar Hall, Anne/.e Building, Mahajaii Sadan, 
1G6, CliiUa Honjan Avenue, Kclkata-700007 



In my ojder dated June 7, 2U0I l had observed ilia! necessary ordci icgaidnn* 
ciaun of fjihilcuc ot'ihc Government of India in respect oMhc ciuce/nc/us listed i« the 
nlfidavii dated November 29, 2000 of Sri Jarnail Sinrj t, a Joint Secretary in the oUicc of 
i lie mime MiiMMCi, read will) llic supplementary allidavii dated January 10. 20 i w< 

St i N'.imJ ki.sJuue Singh, Secjctary in l he J’limc Minister's Office, and m : 
supplciiieniary affidavit dated Apiil 27, 200 1 of Sri Kama! Paude, Secici uy tu n 
Cio\ eminent of India in ihc Ministry |c>f Home Affairs would be passed after the 
t t)ii»ini:*siin)’s visit io England lo petusK. relevant records in t lie British Libraries a id 
examine certain persons in England. WhileViaking the above observation I had held that 
t he documents pertaining to the identity of Mrs. Anita Puff, daughter of Nclaji Stiuhas 
Chandra Bose, were not relevant to die terms of reference and had accordingly directed 
that die same -might be sent back. 

A tier return from England it was fell by me that all relevant documents and files 
relating io the terms of reference as made available to the Commission f rom time to time 
bv different agencies including Government of India are also required to be FAuced 
before deciding tltc claim of privilege. Now that suclt study is over, J proceed io pass the 
necessary Older. To enable me to do so ^ have carefully gone through each uf the 
documents in respect of which privilege has 'been claimed and correlated the same with 
other documents lying with us till dale. 

in view of the earlier order dated June 7, 2001 the documents in lespcet ol winch 
claim of privilege subsists deal with the following issues 

i/ i) Controversy regarding Netnji's death, 

./ ii) 13 ringing the ashes ofNelaji kept in the Kenkoji Temple in Japan to Inf. 

.and 

iii) Posthumous announcement oT Award of Bharat Ratna to Nciaji 

The documents in question contain noies/minulcs prepared by officers of the 
Mimsiiics concerned, and notes for the Committees of Secretaries / Cabinet expressing 
then- opinion and suggesting courses of action on basis of the materials available to them ^ 

on the above issues. Since those materials are available to this Commission also - besides 
oilier materials - and since independent of the opinions / views expressed in ihc 
documents in question and without being in anyway influenced thereby this Commission 
has to form its own opinion, this Commission is of the view that the documents in 
question me neither necessary nor relevant for answering the terms of reference of. this 
iiii|ini \*. I'esulcimly, the qwesfion whether the claim of privilege in respect thereof is 
justified of no/ need not be answered. Wtfr\ these observations the applications seeking m 





claim of privilege me disposed of. Let the above documents be scLnciirded !iom oihci 
documents in the files examined and returned to llic respective Minisiiics 



\y m 

s'-\' ' 0>*>7 P !l' 1 ; 

(Monoj Kumar Mukiicrjccj 
Chairman 
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Memorandum of visit to Taipei Bangkok 


i 


& 


ii 



As scheduled, J visited various establishments of the Government of 
Taiwan and the local government of Taipei city on Januar\ 26"' and 2~‘ 
2005 On both the days Mr. Subroto Bose, one of the deponents m the 
inquiry was present all along. A 1st] present was Mr. Scan Hsu. an oliicei ol 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Government of faiwan who. besides 
liaising, acted as die interpreter. On the second day another deponent. 
Professor Nandalal Chakraborly, and Mr Keshab Bhattadiaijce. learned 
Advocate of the Calcutta High Court appearing tor some ol the deponents 
were also present. | 

On 26 th January, 2005 1 first went to the office of the faipei City 

Government and talked to Mr. Victor W.K.Chu, Chief of Protocol, and' Mr. 

Hsiu - Lian Lin. Senior Specialist, Department ol Health of Taipei City 

Government. In course of the talk 1 drew their pointed attention to the e- 

mail sent by Mr. Anuj Dhar, a Journalist working for the on-line version of 

the bnghsh daily newspaper Hindustan Times, on March -1. 2005. wherein. 

he had asked the Hon'ble Mayor of Taipei city to let him know it'an.v plane 

i 

crashed in faipei on 1 8 lh August, 194:5 and the e-mail reply sent by the 


t 


Secretariat of tlie Taipei City Government to him (Mr. Dhar) 10 say that 
according to historical documents in the Taipei City Archives tlieie was no 
record of plane crash in Taipei on that date. As tlie above two ol.'iceis 
admitted the receipt of the e-mail of Mr Dhar and their response thereto, 
they were requested to furnish the 'historical documents’ referred to in their 
e-mail They stated that the above . information was based solely on 

I 

contemporary' newspaper reports kept in tnbjr Archives, and when asked to 
produce the newspapers of the material time, they said that those were 
destroyed in a major flood in 2001 They however suggested, in reiterating 
die suggestion giv in the e-mail, that Historica Sinica or then Foreigi 



Ministry might be contacted. Accordingly', I went to Historica Sinica and 


met Ms. Chuang Shu Hua, Director of the Institute of Modern History She 
said that the records maintained by them were till the year 1926 and 
advised me to go to the Institute of Taiwanese History. 


In the Institute of Taiwanese History on searches made lor the 
records of 1945, it was found that there were three reports relating to 'Bose' 


- 3 - 


\ mi t ; mi rt* ( 


\ 


>45 mil 


in ‘Central Daily News' published from Taipei, one of September 1945 ai 

the other two of 1946 & 1 94 y. Copies of those newspaper reports have bet* 

\ 


obtained and, on return, I have taken steps to get them translated f 
English. Searches for report in that newspaper of any plane accident at tl 




material time were also made but nothing could be found though the loci 


newspapers of the month of August 1945 were available 

The next stop of visit on that day was Tri Service General Hospital 
the Military Hospital which now replaces the erstwhile Nan Mon Militarl 
Hospital at a new site. There 1 interacted with Mr Lai Chao Ying, Medic; 
Records Room Chief. He said that the hospital was established on Jub i 
1967 and since then records were being kept. He further slated that thci 

was no record with them of the year 1945 When asked about the state of th 

\ 

site where Nan Mon Military Hospital earlier stood, he said that while on . 


small portion thereof a hospital for female diseases is now being run. on th.. 


V 


rest of the land stands industrial houses and buildings 



Xnnrun r ( 1 

The last visit on llial day was to the alleged crash site where no 
stands a Museum, a bin hotel (Grand Hotel) and a part el the new b 
domestic airport of i aipet. 

On the following day (January 27, 2005) 1 first went to the of bee * 
the Ministry of Transportation and Communications (MO 1C and met 
Chih-Wcn Fang. Section Chief of rite department ol Nrw manor a: 
Aviation When 1 confronted him with the e-mail message sent by Mi 
Ling-San, Minister of MOTC to Mr Amij Dhar on August 5 . 
admitted that it was sent from their office When asked to p nil n, 
records on which (lie information furnished in the e-mail message was 
fie said that their; office was niamt’iminjg records regarding plane oust' 
since 1949 and not Ifrom 1945. When he was then requested t explain he 
they could write m that e-mail message alter reviewing a: ham.: o\ 
records during the period front 8/14/1945 to 1 0 25 1945 there was 
evidence shows' that one plane had ever crashed at old Matsuyama- Airp 
(now is Taipei Domestic Airport) carrying Mr Subhas C hundra Hose 


-T * j • 





| 






\ 
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However, the most significant and possible accident in the record shows 
there exists one U.S.C. - 47 transporter carrying 26 people (most of them are 
believed former American POWs just released from the camps in 
Philippines) crashed on 09/20-23/1945 in Mt. Trident, Taitnng area, which is 
about 200 nautical miles away from Taipei southeasterly and 3000 feet 
high”, he said that the records referred to in the message were newspaper 
reports of the material time. According to him absence of any report in the 

newspapers of any plane crash cjt old Matsuyama Airport during the period 

\ 

from August 14 , to October, 1^45 carrying Subhas Chandra Bose and 
report of a crash in September, 1945 elsewhere prompted them to say so 

Thereafter I went to the office of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

I 

(MOFA)i Taiwan and drew the attention of Mr. Donald C.T, Lee , Director 
General, Department of East Asian and Pacific Affairs to the certified copy 
of an entry m the Cremation Register of the Municipal Cremator) dated 
August 22,4 945 which was duly authenticated by the Secretary, Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs He said that there was no record in his office for ihe year 
in question. lie however stated that there is a tile regarding Neniji 
maintained for the years 1966 to 1970 but it contained no document relevant 


l 




i 

\ 
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to our inquinr He advised me to go to the National Archives for the 
purpose. At this stage Mr. Shu volunteered that there were four volumes of 
documents in the National Archives of the years 1943, 1956, 1967 and 1973 

I 

which contained reference to Netaji. When requested to furnish the relevant 
documents therefrom he said that he would need two weeks’ time to do so 
I next went to the^ Taipei Municipal Funeral Parlour (erstwhile 

j 

Municipal Crematorium) and met Mr. Tien Hsing - Fa, Embalmer of the 
crematorium. He said that the crematorium was built in 1964 and records 
were being kept since then only. He, however, stated that he did not know 
about the earlier records and suggested that the records of the old 
crematorium at Hsin Ha i Row might be seen. 

Accordingly I went to the old crematorium and met Mr. Liu who is in 
charge of that crematorium. He said that the records of cremation in 1945 
might be available. He, however, could not furnish the records immediately. 




I 

\ 
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N 


\ 

On conclusion of the visit I requested Mr. Hsu to scutch Cor the 
following documents (winch were not readily available.) and scud uue 
copies thereof. Mr. Hsu was kind enough to assure that he will do the 
need Cm within a fortnight. The documents are - 

ii) Daily Newspapers published in and from Taipei between the period 
front IS 1 " to 24 1,1 August, 1945 if n contained any rc Icici ice to Netuu 
Subhas Chandra Bose, 

mi Documents relating to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose said to be 
available in the Annual Volumes ol Documents ol the years 194.- 
1956. J 9 6 7 and 1973 maintained m the National \iviH\c> ui I am m 
and 

nil) Documents relating to cremation of dead bodies of all persons durum 

. i \ 

the period from 18'' to 24“ August, 1945 in die old oicmalonum u 


1 aipei which are said to have been kepi in the said crcnuuonuin 
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On the following day ( January 28. 2005) I Icti lot Baugh i. 


reaching there examined Mr. Musainuddin B. KapaSU 1:N-Riesidcni hm: 


Thai Chamber of Commerce as he had. in response to a public i 
published in Bangkok a! the instance of this Commission, written '■> I- 
assertmg that Netaji died m a plane accident in Taihokit hit.' >h. :i.>-h.cs - 
in the Renkoji Temple were not of Netaji. Mr Subrot F^-c. Pr. . 
Chakraborty and Mr. Bhaltacharya were present at the unto , i iccoivlmg 
his deposition 




Sd - M K Muk lienee 
Clnui man 
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Mnimni ndinn ol > isil lu (lil^crunt places in Rusm: hi 1 nl r 

s 


r:M juii 


s 10 2005 In view of the statements (supported by uO'idnvits) filed h“ 
and evidence ol' some ol them that Neiaji sneaked into the 
stayed there a Her his alleged death in a plane accident <*n 
Commission decided to go there to examine some wimv . 
archives. For that purpose the Commission had had been maku 
the Governnienl of India since February, 2001 to per mil it (the 1 
that country and for that purpose to dravs up a ptvgnii' 

Government agreed to the Commission's proposal and Tnah/c *. : 

« 

visit during the period Irom September 20 to September all. dUUx 

In terms of the said programme the Commission readied M s« 0 
hours of September 20 and on that very day went 10 the in iiuu 


five witnesses. Two of the three witnesses present, namei . * 

Mr. V.K. Touradjev were examined in presence o! six mi a. 

Keshab Bhattacharya. lear ned couitsd of the deponent All-lid... Tor 
flic deponents were Dr. Madhusudan Pah Frol* Namlaia! Cl 1 ? Di 

Purabi Roy, Shri Subrata Bose, Shri Monoranjan (ihos 1 ; 

I he other witness viz. Mr. A V. Raikov, could not be ex. 
book authored b> him in Russian language to be exhibited d- : ’ 

reads ax “The most dangerous hours of India" (its iransbu 
according to him. it contained one chapter relating to the nr- . M 

disappearance it was felt that the contents of the said chapi- T 


before examining him. Mis examination. \v;.is (hereiore. ; ’ 

9 1 09.2005 and the Embassy was requested to gel ii iransl-.ncd i 
■j wo oLher witnesses, namely, Mr. A.k. Kolesnikov and Mr V. w 
present as the Embassy gave the Commission to understand (ha: V ■ 
working in the Russian Embassy in Ankara (Turkey) and ilv - 
inability to meet the Commission. On the /cdiowia 
Commission first visited the institute of Oriental Studies titJS. 
interacted with seven scholars and historians who claimed i 
research on Nclaji. However, nothing rJjcvunl to the terms vT 

Commission co^iild be gleaned from the discussion with them. 

\ 

deponents present 1 also participated in the discussion. 

in that Institute the Commission wanted to look into (he pro ■ 
Prof. Luisterntk, as according to some of the deponents Jl (the archive: 
have some materials regarding Nclaji. T he documents in the a /cho c 
not be examined as the Director of the Institute told the Commission 
not find time to look into the documents but assured that she would ■ 
same and in due course let the Commission know if there was a 
to Nclaji She has now sent a letter to the Commission ibmu Dr. 
intimating that there is no relevant document. 

On the same day the Commission examined Prof. Kaifov in ; 
and in course thereof drew' his attention to the relevant chapter of n 
him whether the contents of the said.chapter were based on docun ms 
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archives. His answer therein was that the chaplcr was written soieh on.the b;r f . > 
materials available in different booJ<s including that oi Mr. 11 . and t i * i 


basis of any archival materials. Indeed, according to him, lie die not n;m; ;.,cv 


anv of the archives in Russian Federation. Aller the examination oj Prof. K.um 
was over Dr. (Mrs.) Purabi Roy produced one witness name!) Mt I* \ 
who was also examined. 

On the following morning (22.09.2005) the Commission visited Russian Stale 
Archive of Socio-Political History and met the Director of the arc use Me staled if. a 
there arc two Pies relating to Bose’s family • one on Subhas t i ' K • . 
other on Sarat Chandra Bose. The former contained several rep; els o* : 
published in the Russian daily “Tass” and some newspapers, ineludme Hindustu.. 
Standard, and Amrita Bazar Patrika of India, and of China and London coheir 
the period from 1942 to 1956. It need bfc mentioned here that earl me « ■ :• i 



of India had at the instance of the Commission, sent copies cd Uk 
above file of Nelaji duly translated into English to the \ . - .■« 


inspection it was found that it did r|o( contain any material relevant to its ;cj 



reference. 


On the same dav the Commission visited the Russian State \rchhe * ; :Viu;o- 
documents where recorded speeches of dignitaries of different ^ivanincs mcluduig 


India arc preserved. Though tlie speeches ol Dr. Radha Krishtrjn, V.K. Krishna 



I'.iClC u !H 


Nclaji. 


The Commission Jell for and readied Omsk on that nigh! and ,>n die mAm 
day (23.09.2005) visited the State Archive of Omsk region where it met tfte ficgi. 
Director and the Head of the Archive only to be told that there was no document 
available there relating to Subhas Chandra Bose. They also proJueed tut 
containing documents relating to persons of that region sent i i:k evne-cu 
camp but there was no mention of Bose in those volumes. 

Next day , i.e. on 24.09.2005 > the Commission lc/1 for and arrived a 
but that being a Saturday, the Commission had to wait till Sepic/nie 
(Monday) to visit the State Archive of that region where the members 
Commission were received by the Director of the Slate Archive, lie s:a J iNu i 



were three other archives, viz., Archive or Modern History. Archive oi the i\c. 
Police, and the Regional Archive of SS13 and that on inquiry there nc ic:\r.'\ 
those archives also did not have any document relating to Bose. ■ . 
following (27.09.2005) the Regional Director of the Archives of ih:u regu* i 
Commission only to confirm what was said by the Director of the Stale Arcim m 
the day before. 
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On 2S.09.20 05 the Commission readied SO Petersburg and on (he u<n •’ • ■ n:>- 
(29.09.2005) met the Director of the Central State Archive ol’ that region I n 
Director informed the Commission that their archive did mu preserve fdcs 
documents relating to diplomatic relations, military affairs and for :iene ^ and in - . 
files / documents might be available with the Ministry of foreign A Hair?.. Deicnce 
Ministry and Secret Services. According lo her, their archive preserves j *lu; 
only relating to olticia) communication and information about the p -In real eve*, iw 
organs of their region. J hcrelorg, she said, (he question oi then D.-cp d- 



information relating to l Bose\ il an)Vd Ji 


mot and could not ar ise. 


The work of the Commission regarding examination of the witnesses and the 
visit lo the archives being over, it left for India in the morning of Scpiembei 


2005 . 


Before- parting with the memorandum, it need be mentions: ihai M !s I 

ftajaram, Second Secretary' (Political Affairs) of (he Indian J.mlmsy, * ' 
accompanied the Commission during its entire visit and acted :! . c. r :o . ■ 


Chairman 
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l ( Laii I'U’I" li ‘ ,,4 ’' r 1 ' "■ *>■' 

, tc . U MO of t!.c Eublui.'ilt Ch.-m,.!.. 

'~r>oieLv 6' t i I .1 believed i: ) i l: l choir -J # 

ffr «/cri>uir.l.v <li.'.Mi'P«=>.-«rod un A ■ to ;Toi.vtv cm; 

{pp. .'ll i Vl: jtkl would J. j. K.c‘i n i.JH 1 1 , .i.i; *. u.f. ii» •: 

his pobplo. Thu nc:»ws item i n r. i »:*ii / ' 

yrce regarding Subhash ^honj^u Boo;?: ; 1 ’* hca i J y ■ r\omK 
thCAC and chon. to the .ifv'^ii beo.vme Un.ouoh u 
col/icideues,. 1 was privy l*V^ an eyo-w.iUiC ;s . . hi*. 

SflJjhaEh Chandra Bone's cJaaLJ)- 3 hat news 1 t '.jii t;.*oh 1 

a E 5 ciidibac J: . in a fiJjin to the, eye-witness aca '.i. , i l . ■■••• 

reiou'd to n».i in oJ* all places, .in l.'X*/, 

otooacrihg Visit by a Pakistan uordet rradu t-'e i* ' * 

Bin hinny t o establish the first overland trade •• 

L 3 ?? t v/ o c n Pakistan Ai 1 c\ ^ M j n ci . 


i-uJbhiiiSh Chandra D o is q ;*/ & ;v a cha t i ~ ic, n* c 1 

volatile leader on the an Li~cul?jnial -scoim ni *.» I .i • 
India'. s independence movement war. cuin.iu-.i to • !**: u.1 

2531k and during the hecond World Wc.i . live** 
boy r I 1 ia d r e cogu j. c; oc) Bor- o' s . h o s t i 1 i t y k o- B ri f : u I *. ■ ■ j 1 r 

flad sremfid inor.: uLrideni: , uiicor.ip’rouusirjg ooO vm i n 

that of the other leaders on 'the sc^ne J.i):o L*-i Ltv_ii i 
Jihnal), Patel, Aead, etc, , While the. Congress and 
Lenaue had de.l ibora tely-llike geutlc/r«cn -lower ■ J 
rhetoric against the EritishS durinn the Second -woi . !?J 


Gosg had urged lij & ■■•supporters Lo .rairc ulie Le/rix» 
detiance to the bJ. iLish by urging Indian:.; .-ei 1 / i 
British armed nor vj. c*'s to joi/i the . - r 

against the Allies. This defiant approach had Jed * 
formation of the Indian National Army (INA- ■ ; hj u brio! 
taught alongside tlie Oapanesc against theis. I low .* i 

personnel ■ who iormcrj tiie core of the British o: i , i •• 

un the Eastern Front. hose v/qs branded a traitiu aua.iijo' 
v^iolont anti-colonial stance saw tlie deve j cpmcj;L oj 
hj i dcox* e political lc».bby, ' Juaiiily in Bengal but aJco-j.M 
Left wing intellectual circled of India. Thu:5, . V-. :-o b-o; «u,- 
p loar| :ing beacon for the iiiuu^ious 1M 
ficigfit of lily powers -and as c\ narked 
0o3u r toot a flight from Saigon to 
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C]j i.ii •liak^’cre’cTd«:!'civ-;:.l-.o- •.-.pg i Id an c.li- ■ 1 u vco 

hi<;:hbV;L :; m«;junl;n' ini * -rang^ : : .in • .-the v/pd/ld-the K;.u:uikoj l i!m: t 
1 :;M .r 1,1.! J ed .r.Lin . kii j.yakpraiflj Highway. udiujf\.j y to i. i f > 

i ] k route •aerdpr id \v. Pk:i );;akpr^.»a3 . .^nd must raid; ;n: 
Oh : 1 ijioclern .engineering ; winders-, .of th~. . world. Thr*. 
ptoviftcs-yi . vital overland- 1 i*n k. : bo tvyifih China and 1 
.l:h : dg od.Vi'V f o’rur^X.V.y; : .« .cpn nce-ted . ; only : ..by. ion nuci • . 

gi.tn ''this./ ioii^hx^ ha kit tan . bad 

■ : ) t :-t idt: J.r i:ho l . HI rfo*- 

■f ;ul !;■» , fRcf ■ -.prow J i un;>-. n '; d f nrla.m \i.v ) j or i i y ‘ i:< .g.u><i * *H> 

* .if > ovr; l . m d *: . i?ivj do : ' : : * C 1 1;“] i 1 1.) (2.,: .. . . ; Our ■ f V 1 0 It y’ C O'J it / j jH: i\ C ■ ; ■■ d 1 
' LI 1 *.-; ’■ Cult ubal:. -Kov oLutfion.- . thfUy’ haci xe cipher/ \vys r; . 1 :; - i « : . r. . 
oha j; r; * w-j arr I ved \in’ , a. r-ma J. .1. Fok.koi:- -.2 V .that db :i Mu-.* 
v;ay‘ a or oo.G* ■ the ..'.glcrcl : ^i‘ s of. h.r^hvi^L- 'dod n Ca jm . : 

L' hc-'wOj;! d.: 1 



to c : eoi:fir- : --end-t-our xipade'rV; t/re •; venexciUid l-o 

. . ..m:. .- r . ~ :. : :Ivo<xn; r :\.'^T :..-jv;n . .togo.tiior -ioi- n 

ohix you tlandl^Ji •.remote;- ‘roinanttc ‘town ; : oif '.K^slicjaf ' '(.ho 

or., us - j W a ^ v;rr. r ^ ir e o ! i ii : k y ■ j .. 

: iii • thoh r 'f ainouu 6dC : d - ne^xdepce.: ; of . ' the. “s 13r!i. t iah . 'i 1 

• / Ca dvt : •• :• if rom w h eX d. : !i o ■ • i \ a d . p.r.e ^‘idcd 6 v e r t i'< c G e ; 

Thgre, ./after .a .hard day Go ..work 


• r;.;, 


doiM'.ra.l “Ai: 


and L.r 


00 /m/tuh^dv^ ^ factories y/ajid.. schoolc r .we.-. v/ouXd. .s.Ut^’nro'jnd . . ■ 
rajaovar . c.vbat l:ing and sipping .- tea . 

It w ;»5 during oae of. t.here intimate,, friendly Pvyn .. 
that - our leader:; Brigadier Mabib-uv-h^eliinan/ rhcdupi l ‘ 
o\* trno I’Ol.i n; : try ‘account of .Mubhash Chandra blo- fy 
frjgnvij.or Habib told ur that he. had beeii o .loadihu fa- : m 
c-f the INJ\ and had been court, marticilled on i^io rotu./o 
An.vli.a On serving out li i 5 sentence , lie had rejoinc-J 
lariat an Anuy from wljicl) l^e liad retired and was no'.* ‘rerv 
as Reoidsjjit of tJie ?^orth*=rn Areas (Pakiot-an ora ..t< 
adjoining China)-. 'Brigadier Mablb recounted • Urat .in. 1 ; 
Uose. • had selected .him as one of h.i.o aides ar t ci. !r* 
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jsMimoi . 

?/. r Iyjdi cj: Unbib # tuid * th* th*C bo J 1 ,:,J 
Pakbarh Chandra Bossi.' on thci fateful air journey *r 

to Tokyo'; .in August liMS . Vhey .had .boarded the qxxCj u h 
i . it.w i and after ;-i j: tyfunlli ncj . <;Lop, the ■ p 1 A i 10 ■ wa;«. liyv:)^. 
v. > -•/(■>: noi l. horn Ta^iv/nu. * wh-.:U one .uJ;' the eng'i-jr b»-:h,in. * 

sputter. The plane rapidly- lost height but the p. ; tot 

ju.j i •. j! o o a t o b r i ng ;L L: V ) o' w ri on a chiarinq w i j o l d i t e* t a :■* » : 
i.nl. o heavy umiorciTowth j The occu.i^/i l.n . wore so vorofy 

in i v i o ' ; i / 50 . r n.e dying distantly, others ' g scapula vj U’h 

ini uri’os . Habib . himself had been thrown clear as tin j Iru*.:. 
jyiiDb v. d i nl'O. a t h 1 c k g because’ ha w >j 3 s x t ti n <j ' no a r Ll» • * ? ’» ■ S r- 
».w. 1 ho .ai rernXt. Though bruised and groggy, IJabib. loved, lid 
ecu Id 3 tall • move and rai'i ' imciediat^ly towards- 'the bui as 
;j.! i:.;.::ar 1;.. to see IT. he. could rescue, his leader and. h'. , :r 
w l o y h ri v e liurvi v c . j . W i t o n i \ e re a cr 1 c d t i 1 e ■ • 1 

.s j.rcrajf.t, he . saw the charred body of iSubh.nsh Chaodie 
lying beside "the aircraft . Dose t.\ad seemingly . died/ b p van -c 
his wirl to*, sharkskin suit had caught, fire and burne Jt 
'oeyowd recognition-. liabib con'firjucd that he aion*.; aj. t-.i 

several survivors' had attempted, to save their learici: 

/jjs deal)} had been due to his suit having, cau.ghj: J. i.uyJ 
rather .. than due .to 'injuries -sustained from the rmpac'.. or 
the crash. Habib confirmed : that : he had. been on eypwe.tno ;■:> 
to Cubhasi^ Chandra Dose' s .death . 


As ■ a ■ venerable; austere Briyadier gave us his occ.i.uiu!: 
cu r the fateful crasliy Hohsin, Sahabxada and I realised that 
wore ^ privy to an' extraordinary/- aye-wi tries* a account- n ! 

It ii.Ly historic: occurrence that, is still shroudbd; in . 
myrtei.'y. ; I repeat here :oril^ what' 1 heard or. tJrsi u.icjivi-, ,m 
Kn shear . 

by t ! j e evening, our focus was ba c k or . i; i* e To j ( ma tot* 
tlie following day....^ 
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L)ear Mr. Ajiuj DJiar 


\ 


\ 


Thank you for your email dated on 07/19/2003 regarding to the 
accident happened on 08/16/1945. Your request has been forwarded 
through Office of the President, Republic of China and Taiwan 
■ Ministry of Transportation and Communications and then been 
processed by Civil Aeronautics Administration. 

1 irsL the R.O.C. government drew back Taiwan after WW11, where 
belonged to Japanese since 1S95 as a colony and thaprecisc 
retrocession date was on 10/25 in 1945. Prior to thaf .date, 

Japanese colonialists were stiii responsible of not only military 
but also civilian activities in Taiwan. Unfortunately, after 
reviewing all hand over records during the period from S/ 1 A) 1 94 5 
fo 10/25/1945, l(]crc was no evidence shows th.nl one pljuifijiad . 
ever erasTiccT at old Matsuyama airpo rt (no w is Taipei Domestic; 
Ajrpuii) carrying Mr. Subhas Chandra Bose. However, the most 
significant and possible acctcIchuiT life record sliows there 
exists one ,U.f>.C-47_irasnpbrtcr carrying 26 peoplc( most of them 
arc believed funner American POVVs jusl released lrom the camps in . 
Philippines) crashed on 09/2^3/ l,945Tn Mt. Trident, Taitung, 
area . where. isjiUoul 200 nautical miles away from Taipei, 
southeasterly and 3 000 feet high. All (he search and rescue 
operations in accident were organized by both Japanese and U.S. 
military authorities while conducted by Taiwanese natives. We may 
not sure whether U.S. still hold the passenger lists of that 
crashed plane by the vciy limited information, but this is the 



Sincerely yours, 
Un,IJng-San 
Minister of MOTC 
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‘C«H^G;e;G 

Mr Mayor 5 l l' / this is a plea for your kind consideration over an enduring controversy 
that h*as been a natter of great distress for the people of India for over 56 years. My 
name is Anuj Dhar and I an a journalist working for www . h indust ant imes . cciw -the online 
version of one of the leading newspapers of India. S ir, on 18 Au gust 1945 an Imperial 
Japanese army plane carrying Indian freedom fighter Subhas Chandra Bose reportedly 
crashed at old Matsuyama airport in Taipei airport, which is new the site of Hz tel 
Grand. Five decades and many probes later, Indians are u nsure the fate cf the n.a 

who trysy put at par with Mahtama Gandhi. As pej the inf orir.at iesr^ava liable to me, in 
1 9 Srr-'some Indian parliamentarian visiting Tap£>ei were told of the report cf a probe 
into the crash ordered by the Mayor's office. Sir, I request^ you to ki.rdly have the 
facets checked and let me know if any plane crashed in Taipei, cr. 13 August 1945. I 
gather that you are a known charitable figure and have held the off;.:*.: cf Justice 
Minister . I do hope that you would appreciate my request to treat the \ 1 1 a : as an 
issue cf human rights. Thanking Ycu Yours Sincerely Anui Dhar 263 , Kara : l : Mike ran 

Vikaspuri, Hew Delhi- 110018, India Do you Yahoo!? Yahoo! Ta:< Tenter - forms, 

calculators/ tips, and more 
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■ni‘j ui-.\'!:! : tmi-. uu-ma'i lur* n.m.'n * * 

Thu Duct-.'iV; vcilicTly, :t»ni 

(.::![ 1m I* 


DOCTOR'S KURORT :• Army Hospital, iaihuk u. 

From, 

i 7 i c Taiprli Army Hospital, \ 

■J o, Tuipch, City Health ancj) Hygiene bureau. 

Cl 1 J IU11JTA TO *OJ I (N ;mic of the Doctor) 
Che j i z Si S iv\v:m (N:imc o!" Hie .fap.'inc::*: 

University ft om. v. hidi 
(he Doc. graduMed.) 

7 fie Sea i of the Doctor. 

Date of Den Hi : 21 August, I y 15 


’1st Line : 
f 11 line 


ill .line : 
\ I V line : 


V line : 


Y[ line ; 

VI! line: 
V] 1 1 line : 
LY line : 
X line : 


Cert i/ictic?#! oT dentil 

V'Nninc: Okara Jehiro (Oknra Jilcraily mcani, 
I was told, big warehouse wf haul and 
Iciliru meant, eldest son.) 

'xSe.x : Male 

Jjirlli : burn in Meiji 33rd year April Vlh. 

(fn Japanese . language it *va r - l ‘Minn 
c h ;i Meiji Sail Mu :>;m Nen Siimawn 
1C unieh') 

Occupation : ‘Taiwan GunshiRpu J.)ihm:ui'. 

SJioklakuL lie was the ob.'dt- 
cnl ofliccr of the Tn^-an 
• Military Government. 

Cause of Dcatli ;| Suicide, Poison, Hy sieknes-; 

'Veiled, or natural death. 
Venture al sickness : Heart Attack. 

Time of sickness : 17th Aug. 19-15, 

’‘•Time of Death YnAujuSI J 9(ii, ‘I j;ji 
1 Place of Death : SouLliyatc Japanese Army 
I f m I a 1 7 :n i- uk u 


Mf line : 
.MM line; 
XI line : 


Date : 2 1st A u^. J 945 . 
X-inir or die Donor. 
Wwlcr’s certificate. 






J ill: ULAIII CUtTII ICA l'U ; HJL CJ«l:MATlON J'/fll.MIT 9j 


J? M i I J I ( C 

.Mil line : 

•fih line ; 
5lh line : 


( ill iinc : 

7 th line 

Si h line : 
9i h line : 

I Oih line : 
Mill line : 


Native pincc ; Tokyo To Sliibu Yahii Slirugen aai»a. 
Rcceh^Address : Tnihokti Ski Nogi Ciicho. 
Ojci;p!ii|on ;imJ U in (uia Ic : Same as in Doctor's 

Report, 

Details oFDe.’ilh : Same ns in Doctor’s Report. 

Place lo burn : Ti^hoku • Shilkliosctse JCIinspba. 

Tnipcli G’ly Goyermnem burning . 
pjucc. 

Date of Homing : 22 nd .Aue. 1945 , 6 p.rn. 

His rc)a ( ions ; His close Friends fin Japanese. 
Chchaz Chi Jin) 

Application to Government to burn.* 

Time of Application : August 2isl J9/M. 

Rank in Army : Formosa Army No. 21123 
Name of the Applying Jap. Officer: - Voshimi 

Yfineyoslii Police Station : 
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JS I? ? .1 


Inwgrd Teleg ram to CoMHfiauvvenkh Itel.-iuc/ii* QmVx: 


FROM : HIGH GXJWWI331UNJ3R 

RPTD : TAMSU1 

HONG KONG 
BANGKOK ) 

TOKYO ) ( SAVING ) 

RANGOON ) 


IK INDIA 

I 


C.f€*2/ t m " 

; Cisj&r/Z 


D : Delhi 1 4« 3^ hours 3 r c2 Ma y 1 23 6 
R: 16.G3 hours 3rd May 1936 


v phhh 

)f. 701 CQHPIDEHTLM, 


Addressed .Commonwealth Relations Office Ho. f 0 : , : • ' ■ 1 » 

i’amsui No. Mlij4, Hong Kona No. Ml 45 , IPingkok Jio.7 jo,:, i 
N u.],di5 Si'.vinf?, Rangoon No. 3 Coving ( CoiiD»ic*n wealth A e.’U* I* j.v«- - * • • - 
please pass Tamsui and Hong Kong). 

• In view or persist cn*t though probably unrounded rajuNiu :: tn 

Sub has Chandra Bose leader of -She Indian National A rug' , durim; u 
war was not Killed as reported ^ti the time in an air eras?! in 
FonncsG but is still alive, Indian Government have appointed u 
coirimittce. to investigate and if pob^iblc establish i ’acic. Coniwii* 
is headed by Shulmawa Khan, Pari lament ary Secretary c; the hin » - L 
oX Transport, and lias two ■ other members, Bose’s bredner and 
G.N. M-itra, I.C.S. . formerly Chief -Commissioner of the AiitHur/.m 
Islands. 

2, Commies icn piano to visit Bangkok f Tokyo anj . ! c r, r ^ i/ - 

believe Rangoon but for political reasons is unable to v\r fJ . 
Formosa* Indian Government have asked v/iicthcr II. H- Consul in 
coulu seek out certain Formosan witnesses and obtri/i a cop. o^ 
cremation cert il’ica te. 


3. Names given ore Tsan Pi Sha and Chu Chow Tnc, rrjrsu-- , 
Gouthgatc Military Hospital, Taipeb; Dr. Kan King-Yon, Ddvutm . 
Bureau of health and Hygiene, Taipeh; Li Chin Kui anu Tni Chj , * 
clerks at the Bureau of Health and Hygiene, Taip/h; nml : -n . 
in charge Taipei) City Government, crematorium. Indian Uov\: :> 
have asked whether ;i.M, Consul could 

(n) rot li copy of cremation certificate and 

( b) obtain from some or all of these witnesses 1,1 , 

statements which they do not require to be tekfcri cn 
oath or persuade witnesses to meet India;: CA ^ni l \cc 
in Hong Kong. Indian Government would pay tra/* 1 and 
accom-.iodn t ion expenses. Committee is duo i:i !i<* ng Kon; 
about June 4th on its return from Tokyo. 


h. Member of jiiy stuff to’Jd Ministry of External AIT ) i l 

could not sa.v whether it would be noGsiblc for J 1 . M . C 
tc pel in touch wit]) any oX' tiie witnesses or whether .hi 
e. rema Ionium records still existed ) we would however p 
request with recci. agenda c ion that H.ih Consul should do rue «, 
c-. u Id. 
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5. .Indian official concerned was obviously’ embarra 
at malci^g this requeqt. Nevertheless I think there - 
advantage in trying to establish the facts in this ca 
put 3 stop to the legends about Dose's survival. If 
no objection* therefore I would be grateful for any as 
H.i-.J. Consul in Tamsui can properly offer. 


cr;cd 
r s one 
so and 
you h o ■ 

X S vtiTlt 


Copy to : — 


D. II 

Foreign Office 
Colonial Office j 


/.n*. Maya.*) J 
Mr. K.G. iichto.-i 


\ 


(Copy to Foreign Office (Telegram Section) for rc tr£Wi:;mis:i i» 
to. Tamsui) 

(Copy to Colonial Office (Telegraph Branch) for retraiiUm-.&s 
to Hong Kong) 


ALXXTED TO FAR IvlSTCKH BjLFAt jThFHT 
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Anncxuro*'V r 


iit'ivrn J rcf v: gi-ar» ,</j Coinnjcn’.vcaSth i<c;a # -j-:>ns OH: c: 


/': •:• 


f.i ■- t ' i 

PRO.'.' . U.X., Jlidll COl.iM j'SSIOl'El? IN IWJXA 

KPTP: XftUSU'I \ 

D: VEil DtL’AI,, 1?, 00 hours, 6 th June, ;;6 

R; 113.53 houre , 6 th June, 1966 


CVFiiER 


Ho. PR 7 CONFIPEFTIAL 

/» <1 (J i” o rt s ed (J unnii r*n w o m J. til J if c 1 : s 1: i oi i f# 0 f f i c: f : 
Ho, repented Towcui l» r o. M170 ( Comruunv/eul ih 3<o*J.r' ti on* 

Or lice pi co s e pa s a ) . / ,y 


Office. 


Tenisui telegrams Ho. 5 7 ftnO £3 to Foreign 


s;;3jiAS ch; hdk/. r.03K 


Indians unable to supply Chinese characters 
or Giles reference numbers Tor names in (]uC j ?;U.on. i : ' rjuoi.r 
3 s Tan Chi Tze in my telegram Ho. 701 now given 2 c "T/jii bhi 0- 
or (? Too Chi Ck) sod hospital mentioned therein no r/ colled 
Koomon Military Hospital. All witnesses opporentl.)' held 
positions quoted in August l^bS* 

2 , Indians cay witnesses ml gh t testify srj Totln-::. 

(J\) Pi Giuo : on Dose's period in hospi U a ~ 
accompanied by I? is Adjutant Colonel 
Kohi no n. 

( I - ) Ti 05 -Ten : on .0 ur co u * s re e ord s c s pc e i c- 1 Ly 
cr t i on cer ti f i cn t e . 

(C) two clerks: or. doctor's certificate '-nT 
* ci'ema t ipn cer tif i co tc-. They arc also 
to hove* seen body. 

(JD) Uhu Tsun^) on actual crcmtU ion and on irtvnti 
of ( L ) people who b r ougb t b od y , (II) h o 
identified it, (ill) recipient of ashfct. 

3 . Horse Chu ChovvNfsc nr id to Imve been on lc. f ve r u 

time but mo y hove h es»rd ctcry. ‘ 

h. Indians ray that in tr>ci.ni : : ritnc y l-s it may l.clj 

to contact following:- 

H ua ng Super in tend co t of Police ’fnipcb; 

f*. F. Chun Secretary to the Commissioner of Police 

Pori'inua : 

Chmt.'j Vun;:;-K:ii tiff ice of the. Oovcrnoi*— GciicivO. 

0.1 Torino :*?. 

Indian:.- corrnot soy when these people held posts quoted. 


/ - If 



I 

\ 

\ 

5 , . II on;/ of 

J » i y > n ~ w 0 u I ci he £ r a l e f 1 » 1 i 0 r r* c 1 e ve . > e 1 
certified English t r £■ ' : s lfl t i on 3 b o z\: u\i : 

Cone ul : — 

(/\) doctor’s report on - 

Hospital ci ren '15 tlx . u., 

(£■) police report on dc . 

(C) Crom:s tj. on Porru 1 1 : 

20 lb Au on- JL S'-i /--• 


Copy t. o:~ 

D. IT 


Ajino/iurft - L '. 1 •« 

- 2 - 

pepero 


Corel mi Of lice 

Col on in 1 Lhfioc • ' • -• • 


Copy to Foreign Oil ice ( 7* cIujt&j in Section ' - 
to Tomo-ui. 
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Annorntre^n / 5 *• 

( Culi.octi.voiy ) 

THAIiSL/Vi'IOii 

KSPOKT Jjuiic, t? 7 r 19!3C'o 

[Prepared by Section II ^*DopQrtmont of Health J/ 

1. On receipt of ins t ruatlono to obtain a death certificate 
f mm the Taipei Municipal Cromutorium ae well as tho sworn 
testimony of Tsan Pi Sim, 0 to. in regard to tho uncertainty 
surrounding the jlcnth of _ Subhoo ^handra Boso, loader of the 
Indian Na tiencliet’Anny in tho Seconded rid War, I havo interviewed 
the officers of the units concerned and I bog to submit tho 
following report:- 

(l) The part concerning tho )Jan Mon Hospital:- 

A' " X went to Gee Dr. Cheeps Wen Hairing ( yk '1* . 'Jf ) in charge 
of the Section of tho t)ciTPAinc\l Clinic of t he Ho.pl 
Ar.r.y-JIcvy-Arif orcc Gcnorul Hospital (formerly the Hen. 

Men Military Hospital) with’ a view to see Dooe'o 
registration card and death- certifi cate f but v?uc told* 
that it was impossible to traco any of tho records 
will eh were Jeopt before tho government took over thic 
hospital. In consequence , it v/tio lmpoDoiblc either tv 
verify them or to ttalcc copies. 

(b) ,The translated' copy of the Aide Memo ire of the 19 th of 
.ay from the British Consul /nan ti one two nuroeo at 
the Heui Mon Military Hospital at Taipei, namely lean 
Pi She and C) JU Chow Too.- Tho staff list of the Iiocpltal 
under the Japanese edmluic tration la no longer 
available but it v;ots found that on September 1. I? 5, 
the Taiwan Military Hospital of the Combined services 
Jiendquar tero hod engaged one Chou Chao Too( fj A*. *j ) as 
nurse. Thic nurcc ae Trotn February 10, -1945, worhed 
at the Han Men Military JJoopltal. It cccrne likely 
that tills is the person referred to, but she had left 
the hospital service on September 3°p 1947, unci 
ul though Ghe gave her uddross as Ho. 35, Futajonic, 

Iliwunc Cho, Taipei ^ )> 

it was impossible to trace her subsequent T/hcrc-xbou %*> 
in view of tho fact that this wee some time ego and that 
in tlie meantime the system of adarcGce 9 hao .been 
entirely changed. All those in the service of the 
hospital at the time have* since left the honpital. 

More ilutn.i let! cl tirif i ca ti on io thorofom not possible. 

J.3 regards Toon Pi Cho, no iiiformut i on could be 
obtained nt the hospital about this person. 

)\y The part concerning thu Taipei Municipal Health Centre: - 

(A) There is a register of cremations at the Municipal 
Health Centro (formerly \mder the Welfare Section 
of the Taipei Municipal Government) . and of fjL.cexb—of 
tii e Health Centre aie of the -ouihion that the 
entry wee innde^in thp rame^of Ichiro Ohura ( £ n ~ 1 

oi'r.v of Milo nirtry is u till cned'^t M 'til ITT rapOrtY^ 
fo other records % uxl c t . 

(D) The Aide Melnoire of the l r 5th of May lb-om the Drltinh 
^ Consul gives thq nanco of _K.on_.Kln Yen, 11 .Chin Kui and 
"" Tun CM Cii; they Vcould appear to be Ko Kerr? Yuan 

(-1 -u .O; ). LI Cilia Kui (/*j \'!>?' } tuid 7! ah Ti-Tl( o': h ) 

/J.n ■Monciprin, Chon Chih-'CK.W' rcojrjctlvelr. I nucotlcnod 
these persona with the following l-ooulta:- 



/ 
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. ( d) K j Kcnj Yuan (who v/ac the first. Director of tho 
Health Centz'C foliating tho tuko-dvar) . otalod 
that, n At thr.t- time- I had not tukon over chcrflO 
of the Health Centro, 'I thoraforo len uw nothing 
about the cuuco ilowovcr, I romouibor that after 
I hod taken, over charge, I f i re t cs/no to hour, about 
the matter when, in 1946, an Indian reporter 
came to the Health Contre to "Ioolf™l’nfo Iho case . 

The points in doubt wore whether the Cremation 
Permit was issued to Doso under an aocumcd name 
and whether Bose* had ^actually died . Thucc wore 
important secrets of Ithc Oapancec military and I 
)cnow nothing about thbin'nor anything el do ccjmccttjd 
- with the cuec-" \ 

r 

(b Tun Tt-Ti ( i N }h)V 'V ) J in Mandarin, Chon Chin- 
Chin J (employee at the Welfare bee cion vl the 
Taipei Municipal Government who tfac at the time 
charge of the Igguc of Crcinati on Permits, no</ 
unsanitary Inspector of tho Taipei Municipal 
Health Contre) Gteted that:- 

V'(i) vrhen the (application for a Cremation Permit 

<-/ r/as made:- 

On August 2l ; 1945 (after the Japanese 
currcnder in the 20th year of Shown) a 
Japanese army officer ( either a captain 
or u licutchrinX TTY rank ) cajnc to the atiT' ~ 

( at that time, ao a dispersal measure, thi 
Welfare Section worked in tlic compound .no 
. len own uq the Chi Lo)i Funeral Tarlo^r ) Ui 
1 apply for u Cixmr.tion Penal t. He submit Led 
tho death certificate of a certain Ichiro 
Qlaira , duly completing ty.o fpnoa_v- . uJftr..na 
attached ~) . TVic. cauco c v death, wac atuted 
nc heart failurp, the date* of dcutli eo 
paying taken nluce on the 19 tH of August > Thu 
required procedure navi ng been complied 
v/ith, a Cremation Permit yrue issued with 
the time fixed at 6 b*in. ^uiiuut. ; 22. . regain - 

"tioriE in ci’i ; ecf 't'heh~rccluY fed all ercmatic,pfi 
to take placo betvrcen cuusot and sunrise} 

11 (-ii) When the body v/qs brought end cremation 
' took place:- 

At about L\ p-Hi f that -day (i.e- August 22 ) 
the uvmy ofi'iccr who ctuiio to apply iov ■ the 
jienn.U the day uefope ( an officer of Ins 
linn Men Mill taryVHoapital in change of the 
funeral urrajigciiicipts of "Ichiro Oi:ur:Y ) 
come to the crematorium in a car in the 
p.Oinptuiy of an Indian; at the enme time u 
.mi I 1 t-ury* trii cK *jb rou£ht_u _ boil i ice coll 1: (made 
of hinokA- wood v/i th tJic follov/ini; . * • • 

V v dimenaionn: Icauft)): 0 feet; width: 2 . feet; 

> iioigJjt: 2 feet; the plauhe were river or^ 

| ineJi in thicluices) • Thcj.c were several 

i coldiero, who unloaded the coffin, 'ivy-ceiled 
! i it in tlic auditorium, caul closed the doors* 
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These yrcncnt were tho Japanese office:', the 
Indian ( it vac onid tJmt ho vme .Uono 1 c follower, 
r;v • raid ho v/us an uldo-do-oainp; ho v/a r; 
ui'v^s^c in iho v/hito flfiriiiont of -Juixinocc collierc 
v.utlcr medical caro* wore r.lipporo, parts or hie 
.vc re bar.aQ^cd; ho v/as toll and awarthy, 
v/opt bit terly mid scorned oxtromoly oorroY/fui/; 

c Nemo to ( D-j ‘L ) r mans g or of tho. crematorium 
V evpoGv.'J tc ho thn ye pane oc v/itnooo col lad. 

('no Vrrj'-S mentioned in tho hide Mumolra of the 
of May from tho hrJLtioll Ccnoul , lino 
apparently returned to Japan and wao therefore 
not available for quootionino;) : a labourer of the 
crematorium nailed Lin fJui Niu ( 'J*|* >1^ ) ( who 

hv.d died 1:: 19134 ) and myscIX' ( Ton Ti-Ti )- 
Lin unci 1 -opened the coffin* The body v/ao puckud 


1 

Lin and 2 -opened 
in pov/clerod limo f 


crave every indication of hc* Ml 


coffin* The body v/ao puckud. 
swathed in v/hito clotli unu 

1 n(j received ex t ci no J 
medical t roa tment 0 Only the eyes, the jioec anti 
the lips v/erc visible (oil black in colour), 
he the body vain covered in limo powder, it win; 
Toured that it would not be completely cunmmieU 
by fire* It y.'qu therefore ou;jgecteU that ail 
truces of lime* bo removed, ^'hio y/ug done by/xhc 
Indian's concent v/hoii tho body y/qs put on a plunk 
( it vvuc brought toVthe crematorium by the 
funeral parlour ) ai^tl Lin tho crematorium 
labourer* tool; it to the old furnace ( which v/ao 
G grade ‘'* lc l’amuce in tiic centre of the ixm ol 
furnncoa) o A loci; v/tto utteched on tho locker, 
the key bqiu;; Given to the India:* for cue tody. 

The 7 r.di \ vr a a told to come back at C a,m. on 
the following dny to gather the uclic3. I1 «j 
left with tho officer- 


"( iii) 


I The uraiy officer uaid, l; Thu dcecuoed v t , r; 

Poae r the Indian •leader ( on oecacionc he 
mentioned him og kho Indian Lomniiuidor ) Who, 
proceeding to ToJcyd on important bueincea, -vac 
injured v/iien hie plane v/ao involved in an accident. 
JIo no g treated ut the Nan Men Military Jiouni tu!l 
but pa seed away on august 19* he hutL tv;o cider; 
with him ( both Indiano) , ono of whan suffered 
serious but not fatal in juries ; tho other v;qc 
only slightly injured ( UjIg v/u/; the Indian 
present)*. Bese’s bod;/ v/qg prepared ogninet 
put re? cation by bein^j injected v/ith pru^eiitivc 
chemicals and packed in limu powder, und put 
into the coffin for conveyance .to Tokyo but the 
coffin was too big for oeroplunca available ut 
tlic time* It waa therefore decided to cremate it 
inst-cndi. 11 lie also said that Dose, from the time 
of the accident and the subsequent oiuy in the 
hospital, right up to the time of hi/ cl- th, 
never* uttered a groan, or gave vent to uj, 
c.'.'iu-eau.U.:: cl ivi hi and f»iur. L Indeed Imve -• a a 

very -r;:it perijon*. 


Tiic collection oV ashes after crcntiilon:- 


On t >io folluv/in;; da t y c: tc r crc.Muition (i. . . 
little alter fl Au^uEt 2p) the Indian v.o.a 



/wao pra /.L. 




jjUVj Sj . . 

j O p life * - 


- 4 - 

was present on tho previouo day (an id to be Be?; c 4 ci 
aide-de-camp) ounio in tho company or tho army 
officer ( vdjo also caino together with him on the 
previ oua doy ) } brought g pair of -wo ribQ.fi hi 
ehoputicko, commonly uoed by tho Jupunoac in 
their meals , opened tho lochcr v.'ith the )coy cr.cj; 
to him previously by Lin the crematorium _uboui':. ; 
and ugo(1 the chopsticks to pi_ck up tr»o bone 
reunion tc one by one from ^th’o jauhou uuu uepo'.*i. 
tnem into a v/ooden box ( mude of hinofrJ vuoa 
Qbout 0 or 9 ineJiCB cubic measure J . lie wuu v 
30 leriui, wrapped tho box with white- cloth, mu 
left in a nrivatc car together with t!ic army 
officer* The whole procooc too): about one ho : . 

"(iv) When on Indian reporter cumc to find out tne 
circumstoncec : - • 

hound about Cjiinccc government oifielule 

( I know neither their iiuhkju nor tile* ogeis :y 
they represented ) came in t)ie company m‘ >• 
swarthy f medium-built person v/hom they imrou».cvU 
as on Indian importer who v/aa endeavourin'/ t 
V investigate the circumstances of the doutn 
^ cremation of the Ii|diun louder houe ii lori:.ee^<> 

I Tills reporter too): ^hoto£ruphc of documents 
relevant to the cacc vinti pIeo toot a gioun 
photograph at the gitc of tJic health Centre, 
constating of Ko Keng Yuan, v/ho was then tn-oor, 

Li Chin Kui, myself arm others. 1 

lc) Li Chin Kui ( ut that time an employee of the v/mfr «ic 
Section of tlie Taipei Municipal Govcrn.-fioni; one uf 
wiiocc duties it was to grant cremation permit c, jmv/ 
un employee of the fqipci Municipal health Centre 
doing similar work) stated that, "jm regards horjC f n 
CrciUMtion Permit, v/iiat I know corrocpoiiu:; v.O th 
Tan Ti-Ti hae onid 0 regordo the cremation ituej.f, 

I Jenov/ nothing about it no I was not proaent. 

(d) ! After t))e con clue ion of the investigation, both Tun 
and Li 6aici that, u Y/e v/erc not acquainted with Doer; 

, . in )ii o lifetime, it therefore follows thin wo could no.. 

1 identify him after his death* ho can only even}: 

according to v/hat we remember of what took p^ucc at 

♦ the timco" 

i. I nave tho honour to submit the abev o report cn coneim ic.» 
tf an invest iga lion you instx'Uctod me to make. 

translation made from a copy of the report endorsed 
with tlie seal or the Po'.'cirnv Affairs bepartmen t cf 
tJic Taiwan Provincial Gove rr mien O 7 
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An *.i r:o-Tj/ i 
•;o.. Vc?Tv 3 iy) 


TRAUShATlOH 


Copy of an extract from the Cremation flogiotcr ic: the ECth 
fear of Sliov/a ( IC/l-iD ) • 

Kept iiy the- Welfurc Section of tho Taipoi I.iunlci’?r.l 

Gov c riiJMC-n i: . 


tfo. 2 - 6*1 1 


Ichirc^SJcuru (A f - j'i> ) 

Malo 

iioan npril 9, 1900 1 (V)ru your of 

. .1 . .. 

Prof oooioni A rmy .ajfoio* Uif \l { \ j 2 . _\C 1 1 , l / 

Native Pluooi Ilej,2-A, Taurus: Ga. l :a f 
Giiilmtcinl iCu P Vohyo. 

( *v •* ** ' h - ' ' ~ t 

Ac.Ui'0 00: No* 3 *A/ *» c-fjl UP.o. 

Taipoi * 

(6 :'t y : ? ■ ■ 

Cuuiio of death: hoc.: 1 iff 


JL‘C. L 0 

Of U f JL 

L)i : 

Au^’iOt 

1 f] Ss* 

Du to 

permi r 

y raji led ; 

Au^uot 

21 * 

A. 3 Lc. 


ll»ll tOOJ'w 





Tij.a cc : 

Aliquot 

22 . 

L- - 

\a:A .1 i 

the Public 

Croma torlujn. 


K. YouhlJiic ( uocl / 


Aj -pi i cant : 


\ 


A 





FOIj, 13/2/;. 


Annoxnco- 


oyncis ctv i'is ulqu uzy.jyy " :; 

K)J; t:-e UHiI'iU) KdiKdd # 

6 SlSJ JtiX'tiZ :lu.\ 
ML* : .7 XiSJJfl . 


1 0th August , 1 


I doIiU'crcit to the Indian ’‘iniatiy or J’oilcvniil /■ff.-i.Lv.'j 
noon five copies of tbs translation of tho lot ter fn/r; t)-.’ F uv rynur ui 
Foirnoea, together with the polio a i'cjxDrt sjtU crcxiticn certi flouts* * 

Cave them the two copies of tlie letter in Chine no. 

The official concciTicd asked /tie to oxiircoo to you the <.-_u - 
Indian tlarcrmcr.t for the trouble you licit tulccrj on their In.Jalf oml - 
wit h TTldcli you have handled tlve nnttcr* I said 1 would gli 
□csae£e. 


1 a-o sending copico of tJiii; letter to the Far Kuo tern Ucpartt . 
Cocmo:h'C;tlt|i Kclationo Office and tlx? Foreign Office* 


L^IMtc 


\ 


(J.v. y.c.i) 


A.A.E. Erc\u! J.in , U:-/.]. , U.fl.c'., 
II. 1*. C 01131 O. , 

TAMSUI. 


• . * • 'I 


Do nr l\x * Dar, 

Vi 1 U i ral'crcnco to your lot tor Uo * 1 ' • L* 

L ,r /i:y oOLh, l'J5G } and tuy letter dated June JAihj 
IVui , 1 v/ir./i to Infori:). you that the follow, 
reply has been rood vet. from Mr. 11. ilorluc.’. > 


s a cl o i 

oV Japan 

a t la 

ij>ol ? 

... to 

o ur o i 

» uiry 

A. "/ioctur'j !!■:: 

j J O ! ‘ t * 1 

and J 

' htyj ico i 

J'Oi' t 

jLic 

nod in Mr 

. Dor 1 

a lei 

L ter 

co ul . ' 

• «»ll (• 

t r a e o d 

at Taipei 

}. in: i 

: pi to 

of 

all cl 

fur K , 

C . / 1 a 

to 

lieu [}’ 

’or.vtil 

<£ 

Cor t ' 

r 1 . , i r 


of tin; or .• inal ciocit^ont on crons at !.yn jn*; -V 
v.’Ulcb la hnlSuy t]?.o fhoroar. of /Inn lth a; 1 ! .'v 
Taipei. Mufi.l-C } j»ul Office j could b*' M.o 


‘ii i 0 

dc 

jcuiuor 

: t /;»oi 

i t x oy j : # i 

Lh o ^ /jn 

j no of J *;:i 1J iu 

a a t 

i i 10 

(.1 C 0 c 

,M 1‘ CO 

and 

t hi 

u; of 

jiAULiUCii 1 '■ • ■ » I-'-: 

a s kj 

he 

’ :i ppl 

leant 

i G 

liK 

;0 tin.* 

doain of '*■"« 

Oubii 

Ho 

Cl la n 

r 1 •r*' n 7 

■■0,1 

v/ns 

: be jit 

trJ.c tiy . a. ‘ . 

Ct the: 

t ti/n 

f ' i. : 

i.K 

I:-/? l 

loved 

11 i n t tars 

c re/;. 1 

at 

i or. 1 ji 

or.'i.ii 

oil. , 

ICii 

ii(0 Oi 

tUli A most 

to ti 

ilG 

ca.cc 

i or 

j.a to 

Hr 

. Cubl 

CliniiCr:. ■ 


Therefore* I vlsh. to onclos.o herewith in: 
c v c - /lie ! j t i. o n u cl copy of "Cremation Fori:, it l.. 
frits translation Iji English* 



An nex ufo- ? >/ 7 
X Col lee ill v e y 


ifoLir:). sincerely , 


Md/- i'lsaji ilattOi'j 

Chief of 'It I: !'• t! r; 
Asian Affairs brruw. 

* i La i s t ry u f F or,: . A . . 


A.K.Dnr f 

t uOCI’L! t /: ;*V ? 
sy .Of Jialia, 
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Staff DC:- 
ber cf Arz 7 
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Esic.-7t.-t/, 

7 C>. c . 

Ko. 2 ,2- chocs 
feti-SMbi 
7^-i City 
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CVerc 


April 9. £Jr it 
1700* *>;o.2i: 


.23 fcsZizl 







' • / 

i.'ijv i A * 

t 


Jv.:s w; s Ku;;i ;;:. r -u it: c:-‘ i'GciN > 

l : 0!< mourn v i;nO me Au. uoiiu Disai'W.ak/ihcu oj : 
['turA.i: oimiiAS CfiAiNni!;*. ' 

•iV UK.;.!:. •'!'!•,:.•.! r'ioui) 

I I /A fviir/a Ciluiliti ISlrciM, KoH;at;i /UU 0S7 

MV SPi£f-*0 r-O'rr-c- /]■ ijj 


NO. JMCl/Ove roooa-^i tncs s/ 2000 - 0 1/70 ( XII )/-l 0 1 


f#/!*; - • • * • 




t [ 


FrOiii * 3hri M . Hoy, IAS ( Ro to . ) a 
Officer on Special Duty 

Tc ; Shri L.D„ Ra.lte, . I 

Joint Secretary (CNVK 
Ministry of External Affairs, 

Govt, of India, South D^ock, 

New Delhi 110001. 

Sir, 

I an directed to inform you that adhering to his 
prog ramiii.c the HOn *blc Chairman reacted Taipei in the night 
uf January 25, 2005 and visited variouG Departments oi the 
Govt, of Taiwan and the local Govt, of Taipei on the next 
two days (2 6th and 2 7th January# 2005) to lay hands on 
records relevant to the terms of reference of the Comrni ealor? / 
that lie was accompanied by, besides others, Mr. Sean hsu, 
an Officer of the Ministry of Foreign a£ fai.ro (HOF-A) , Ta 
tli.it tin: lion 'tvLe Chairman requested Mr. ilcu to scarcli 
following documents which, -the Hon/ble Chairman wanted to cat 
.'rut -.-ere not readily available and tc rend true copies of 
those documents; if available, to you through the India Taipei 
/V-* so cl a t ion (1170 for onward transmission to the COmmi scion and 
that Mr. Hsu was bind enough to assure that lie will Jo the 
needful within a fortnight. 

The documents are • — 

(1) Daily Newspapers published in and from 
Taipei between the period from loth to 
2 4th August, .19 4 5 containing any reference 
to Nctaji Subhas Chandra Hose; 

(ii) Documents relating to Netaji Subhas Cbauorn 

hose said to bo available in the Annual Volumes 
of Documents ofj the years 1943 to 1945, 1956, 

1967 and 19 7 3. maintained in the National 
Archives of Taiwajn; and 

v 

(ili) Documents relating^© cremation of the dead- 
bodies of all persons during' the period from 
18th to 24th August, 1945 in the old crema- 
torium in Taipei which arc said to hove been 
kept in the said cremator±um c 
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JUSUCl: M UKHfifft.il:: Li Cor/sMiSiilOH Or li'iuUlff) 
l-'Oi* JjOUi?:* I.Til) TUL' AU-hCftl UitAl'KiA^ANCt Qt 

Is »•; ‘ * v .? i N i > . ? t /». s C m.\ s *ui • a i’obr. 

4 1 r Li loti, ('* i ;ij s .1 .(hour ) 

J I/A i\'l ji >-.; i Olsiilib Niiuxl. ftolkuui A/J Ub/ 


m - 


f\lO. JMGi 



I am, there! ore, directed to request y j .. \ • 
kindly ta/te up the matter with the ITA so th . u t) 
jnay liaise with Nr, Hsu to do the needful as 
promi seci * 

I am further directed to state that mj.‘, V. , 
jOKhale, Director Genoreil , India Taipei Associate 
has suggested to the Hon *ble Chairman that to e;:r •• • •_ . 
the matter, your letter to ITA in this regard way lc 
•?ent through some reputed courier. 


Yours f. V j .1 u . J a LJ y , 


(M. ft - i y )' 

Officer on Oreciui hit. 


\ 

i 



« 




\ 





In deference to the request 1 made to Mr. Sean I Lsu, an uiTkci ui me Mm *. - » 1 

|'ou-*uu AlVaii s, C Iovlm iimeiil of Taiwan during my visa lu I'aipei lu semi «..l duo. mu 

del ni led in l lie memorandum dated January 31, 2005 o I my visit ihcio. O.l Dut\? 

General, Department of Oast Asian and Pacific Allans, Ministry oNuktm a I 

Taiwan has now forwarded la this Commission tin out* h piopci cJiannel (which bm 

been received by the Commission on March 28, 2005) photocopies of all ihc 

documents of the vears 1956, I9C7 and 1973, with translated vcisiun in English, 

appearing in item (ii) and ali documems o( item (in), without such tun rt 'n, <•» f the 

memorandum. Accoidmg to the Director General those were all tin* ucuu s a i 

documents whieh were available with thenVy 

As the documents referred to in item nu.(iii) we to picpared at a puml ut m.c 

when the Japanese were running the ad mi list rat ion in 'i'aivvan (Formosa). oil ice is 

A 

duected to requisition the services of a competent Anglo-Jap.me.se Uaa^aiui : • 
carefully look into (hose documents (in item no. in) and to lei this Commission k mu w 
whether t here are entries in the cremation register during that period (limn iN 11, to 2 i 
August, i 9*J5) fur cicmnlion of Clumdia Dose (as Nelaji was called by the Japanese} and 
Pilot lakiznwn. Co-Pilot Aoyngi and General S hid ci who, accoidmg to the witnesses, 


wcjc with Netnii in (he same plane and died on the same day 


::K , , 

(M. iv. [\ I ukherj.ee) 
Chairman 


I 







Shri P.N.Chakruboiiy 
Sr. Research Oflicer 

Jus! ice Mukherjee Commission oniKjuij'y 
} |/A Mi//-) Ghalih Street 
Ku Ik a l a- 700 087 

Sir. 


With reference Ui your letLer dated 29/3/U5 I have (lie pleasa/e . 

( I it 1 1 I Iwnc accented the job that has been allotted to me by ihc t 
proficient in boirK^npuncsc mid English luifcuages. 1 have cnichdh 
documents as mentijmed in item N’o.(i) of yi*qr letter u n*Ji* i refereuv lb 
aie all in Japanese language anil consist of copies o I cutties o! a crt*i".*i; m 
I ailiuku Municipality. I he documents in question are tdimd to have I*;*. . < 

said Municipality in two volumes - Vo!. 1 containing crime;. oi uen 
poisons (Srl.Nos.260S - 2008) and Vol .11 containing entries ol burial i 
3037 — 32 i S ) j^ersons. I have also examined the doctor's repoit as ap|. 
of Shri 1 larin Shah's book ‘Gallant end o! KRdaji’ (iixhibll 293 *. Nov, I i 

your queries set ialim:- 

Quer y No.fi); 

After meticulous examination of Vol. 1 of the documents in car. I • 

that it contains entries of cremations performed not only dm m i 

I 8 (t ‘ August, i 9*15 to 24 iU August .1 \M5 but also tbi a longer p 

horn I 7' 1 ' August and ending on 27 ftl August J 9-1 3, I he total h 

period relating to cremation, which i kis been summ.ut 

form and which is part of this report, is attached hereto tngetUr v. j a 

ol my observal ion. 

Query N v v_ f ij) ; 

1 here is no entry in the name ofNcinji iuibhas CmlnUra iju . V , * 

Pilot Tnkizawa, Co-Pilot Aoyagi and General Shjdei in the . » '» 

erema! jun. 


V 
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Oiiv-iv NoJi’iiJ ; I 

\ 

J confirm that the entries at sVNo. 2641 ns appealing in die nUive iii«L'uiu::i<' 
relate lu Icliiro Okura. i have translated into Lng/ish, as eJesaed vnu. die u 
entries against the said serial number in a separate sheet and appended ihtacio d.» 
requisite certificate under my seal and signature. The translation ol the cut fie:.. winch .■ 
i v; part of this report, is attached hereto. 


Query No.(iv ): 

I have carefully examined (he doctor’s report (deadi iciidicnlcj no t- .. 
Okura as appearing at /sage 90 of the book ‘Gallant cud of Nelaji' (I xliiHt ?i 

assert that the said report was prepared and issued by Or.Toyo.shi i sofa!;* umh i : 
personal seal as proof of authentication. 


i o avoid ;dl dispute in future I have put my initial under my seal on everv j . 
oJThe documents which you have handed over to me for my examination, translation a \ 
opinion. - 


Luck; 2 


\ 


K"s»! }(,<'* 

(SnuJeCp laiiik;. Sv 
Anglo- Japanese f randalm 



V v 



I lm vc examined all ihc 25 pages of Death Register relating 10 pennissmji 
Male & Female persons divided into 2 volumes between i 7 tf ’ to 27'" August in th 
Sfiowa 20 corresponding to Gregorian Calendar 1 945 ofTailioku Mwifcipiiii:;. 

Right side of the each page of register containing title in First column and other o columns ,nv 
detailed particulars of the deceased persons written in vertically. 

Lclt side of the page of register containing 7 columns are also the detailed pauieub ■ v»: 
persons. 

dotal 273 numbers of persons of different national (Japanese / Chinese ./ Ijiuim : wcr. e-. . 
buried (165 male / 108 female) in dil’lcrenl creinatorium / burial ground as mentioned in uk 


I ' i Vo I nin e No I consistuu 1 , ol 9 1 na m e s 


1 

1 SI. 

1 

1 Serial No 

Crerna iiv)!!' 
Dale/ 
IVriiiJ 

] Tui jil 

No. of 
Deceased 

Male 

Female 

No. ol 1 
Civilian | 
Ci e ilia led ! 

1 

1 

2608 - 2620 

i7 ,h 

?! 

iO 

3 

12 1 

) 

2621 ~ 2633 

UCztC 1 

IT 

i 4 

y 

1 1 

~T 

2634-2646 

2 1*' ~2r i 

n 1 

r 7 

6 

| 

3 

2647 - 2659 

22 ,, ’ , -2 3’° 1 

i i 

6 

7 


5 

2660 ~ 2672 

2.3"' -24"' | 

n 

V 1 


nr* r 

h f 

2673 - 2685 

•2*}''' ~26"‘ 

13 

"r-* 

' 7 [ 

• 12 t 

7 * 

2686- 2698 | 

26"' — 2?' 1, 

13 

'6 PW 1 

12 "' r 
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English translation of the entries ol serial no: 2641 as appeann;; in i! < ' ■ 
Permission Register in Page 3, Volume I of Tailioku M mik-ipulm m tin » 

corresponding lo 1945. 


1. 

Serial No: 


2641 

-) 

Name of Disease: 


1 lean Failure 

3.1. 

Date of Death: 


19"' August 1945 

3.2. 

Dale of Permission: 

1 

\ 

21 51 Aligns! I'M 5 

3.3. 

Date of Cremation / Burial: 

22" J August 194 3 

4. 

Name of Crematory / Burial Ground: 

.... Crematorium 

s. 

Occupation: 


Army as part time: 

6. 

Sex: 

i 

\ 

Male 

7. 

Address: (Permanent): 

2-1. Dogenxaka. hibuyn - km i 


(Present): 


3-2, Nugi-clio. Taipei 

8. 

Name: 


Ichiro Okura 

9. 

Date of Birth: 


Meiji 33 —4-9 (9th April 190U; 

10. 

Applicant: Address: 


(Military Unit No: 4 / No 21 i2. 


Name: Mr. Tancyoshi Yositimi 


I am proficient in boll) Japanese - English languages. I linvc translated il*c aiorev' do 
senal no: 2641 inio English. Il is certified dial this English rendering of Japanese Ducum-V 
hleial. Hue and correct. 
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Pursuant to the 4 order dated March ITT 201)5, the ser. iu'*- 
Sandeep Kumar Sell. an £:i^Jc-Japajn:..v iryi»:;!yifi. referred to iy " 
Consulate in kolkntu >vcie foijuishioncd to Jo dm t'ollowmp, 

i) lo look into the documents appealing in item - .-o 

memorandum dated * January 31, 2 <K/5 us sent 

I ‘ 

Government of laiwan unGL^ confirm wh ether (in • 
entries ol ciomation duiini; the period (torn IM to 
, 1045 ; 

iij 1 1' so, to lei this Commission know winner mimes * 

Siihhas Chandra Hose or ‘Chandra l>o..e in:« Nciop ' 
called by the Japanese), J > i lot Tdkb'awa, Co-pirn! 
General Shidei, appear in any o 1 those entries ; 
in) To lei the Commission know the name of tire person »• 
the enlin::i at Serial no. 2(»4| in liic ak/i\ aid do-un . 
and, if those entries relate lo a person namu; Limo ' f 
Iranslaie the entire ciiLries apaiiisl ihc said serial mu mci - 
ivj Jo Jci the Commission know, if ‘possible. Uii mane »• 
doctor who issued the report as appearing at pape « 
Majin Shah's book * Gallant Cud ofNViujT. 


\ 



CO 


/ 


s 



/; Ikr 


• Me oifj 


i,;i S sul'iuilUnJ hr; i 'spoil iMiii.-iriiil;; ih.:! die di,cr.:nCni . 

ci»i i I tl 1 1 cull ‘>1 cicim;iIh*i. «.» : :l»c | e *.'*. 1 fiujii i i 

(itiougli (Ik-* CumniiNMon hud asked hjt entries lui die pc find h^m • . . . <■ , 

19-15 onlyj- M»c cullies ;nc m;ukcd Lixliibits jO-J collective!) .:i;d hr. :i> j.ou i 
marked IZxliibil 305 . As (he oilier documents received n, i ,, 

C K)\cnimc/U in jcspousc the /ctjiicM vf the Cfi:i'(iiKi;i of die (vet. . ■ m.* 

relevant t/iey way be kepi oil tccc/d. 


4 S 


<C* 


, .,K*j l.v 

(M|K. A ) iiMic i jdc) 



\ 


\ 



26 t:*. ,u: 


os iii k .■» /. *j ^h;, it* 


i . 


;i uraijd :: y. 


,/i a g a w:i - K b’N 2 ' ^ fi 
To 1 .Fax CO 6 7-31- 


ijc.i: i>f - Pur obi Koy 


Thank you very much For you;: letter dated 


T a in * . - -i J to v%*r ate for your request ;ny notice. 

N o t a j i Oulur; C ha n 0 r a Bore has hoc n <J o a <J . 

I r t < ' o r ociovcd Death Certificate o L Chandra Qor-o C i 
}\ . T a / » > * y o hi V o r h i /if ; on August 7 0, 1 9 r f 0 a n d c n o 1 o :> o d 

y t r n i i r - a t. .\on for Frig lish the r r* l n . 

.7 Jiovijc so n t the orriginaj ' C e l* t i f. : ic.Hc t. o " / 

• t cm) Mi*. L. Joy Chandra 5 in oh in 1 ( J H 0 so that ‘.his :r . h- 

r\ r . C . J L ' y c.I j a n d r a 5 ingh has vi si tc.d ■ D i: . 'I' one y u s ! : ; V c i , . 
loir: Micr with me on' 2<ith April 


U\ s ashes is nov; deep deeping at the L el. n J 


( • : i *\ i 



\ 

-ii r c h a v i n cj ri o cAo ubt about t J i o <J •: a 


ATI Jopancjsc 


t. 


• > : id are liopcmy a sh c s early time to return his nia 1 1 1 er 1 a i » J 
j r id his family. 

I have called Ms. K a r a b i Mukhcr jee but slic was ah r 
w ; 1 1 . contact other time again. 

With kind Regards 


Yc?ur:s s i r j i: c r e 3 y 



( To s h i k a z u ‘3 h J mo d a 


2) ??in dent?? corticate 

1/am o Chandrn Doao 

fiatiAcm Cor donth Tor got burn to all bod/. 

Tho throe (• 3 ) Credo burn 
Dooth cinto August IG, 1945* 

Ho (’.non At about 1 0 1 00^ O' clock Auguot G, 1945 in Tn-lpoi- Hala.r t * • 

nirplodtn Chandra Doiu boarded Tailed to Dio ground and b'jr c 
bo vao very heavy UO^p grade burned to nil lody. 

Pregroso Imrirodi n to ly o rite rod Lh<\HinAral - Mon Duni n 0 - lft ArJ V bo 


u\Hi 


and treated tlio burnt *Jl. 1 body, end mado t.rnnr.l ura fj.u2.dn n 


oulpnur rr? J i cl no end anodyne. 

By all rronna c: hospital function treated hift, but -"led ■-/ 
paot 11,00 ( olo van ) efuw day night* 


Above all rcontionocJ X oliould cartiTlcato. 

August 1 13; I9SS. 

330 Oa-Z A-Takn j o-IIACIII Taka JoMtACHI Ki tonoroha^-CUM Hi y wtijfci-.'Xr' 

Doctor Tanoyoohi Yochini ( fix &lir 


Wi tli kl nd ro gQrd 


Tourro olncoi ciy 




I 




i luce applications. one suppoi led by an aHuJavit of 
(JMCI/JJj and the other two by Sin i Subhas ICinjan Dusunp 
Tapadar (both JMCi/3;, detailing some grounds just ifying die visit of die * t m m 
Russia and Vietnam and examination of some oilier witness'.;:; \\a\: liicd li 
applications were heard on June 10, 2 ( 1^5 ami in view of Inc cm he; uidu ■ <' 




December 9, 2004, whereby a similar piaycr of' Shri Tapadar bud heen cuiisideu’d . 
rejected, his belated application for summoning identical witnesses w;r. ujccn d h> 
order passed on tlic some day. I3y the the same order the applications lif.d b; im ■ 
two deponents, viz., Shri Surajil Dasgii/)la and Shri Subhus Ran/an JJaspnpi;* 
ihry relate to the visit to Vietnam, were directed to he placed hu ostler, ;iiu» 
Cominissioirs visit to Russia. Now that the Commission Jkis completed its vimi to Ku . 
it proceeds to pass necessary otdeis relating Lo their prayer for visit to Vietnam 
While the application of Shri Subhus Ranjan Dasgupia dues m i 

i 

substantial malcri^l to justify such a visit, the application of Shri Su.*aji; D.-sgimia : 
upon the following papers / documents for the same : 


0 ) 


A repod of one Snu. Prabha Jagannadian, a jouf nahst, pulditd 1 m 


‘1 he Telegraph* dated September 26, 1994, 

(ii) Some documents indicating that the Indian National Anns (iNA,j Itu 
base in Vietnam, 

(‘it) Shri Ananda Mohan Sahay’sj letter to Shri Subiinal Doha as mcnim 

\ 

theif earlier affidavit dated November 5. 2003, and 
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(iv) ' hem No. 109 on page of the Transfer of Power (VuJ \Ml which 
mentions that Nclaji was seen in Saigon alter the date ul me alleged air 
crash. 

After careful perusal of the above papers / documents me O 
uf (he view dial no factual matrix h|is been laid down (o justify a viral In Vietnam, 

1 lie article of Sint, JPrabha JagannatluJh does not contain any material in iiuiienlc 
Ilia! Nclaji was in Vietnam alter (lie aliened air eras f i un August JK. t'Jlj 
Nonetheless, Sun. Jngapnnlhan was repeatedly summoned in appem tii-lmo ihe 
Commission bui she failed to appear. Coining lo the documents hi item No. (iij. 
the mere fact that the Indian National Army (INA) had a base in Vietnam t i»v- no* 
have any bearing whatsoever on the Cniiimissiuti’s terms ul relerenee As n mu s 
the letter ufSIiri Satiny [item No. (iii)J, it is seen that it is based nnty hi 
information and lienee no notice can be taken thereof. Lastly, the rcpoil '■ 
Transfer of Power (Vul. VI) mentioning that Nclaji was seen alive in Saigon afiu 
the nircrall accident is also* base<| on a news item and no objective material, 
which (he sard news item was ibutuh^J, is available therein. 

From the foregoing discussion the Commission is ol the view tljai u»i 

purpose - mud) less useful - will be served by paying a visit lo Vietnam except 
wasting time and public money. 

7*1 1 e two applications, so fiiri as they relate to the visit to Vietnam, are. 
therefore, rejected. 

- , ‘ / 





&ECHST. Ban#: ok* 

16th Attaint. 0» 6; 

Head quart ore, 

Hlkaii £lkun, 

B4U0K0E 


Subject: Arrcngearut for Ondar^oiaia^Or/iaTi'l.s ccian 


L>aar Slr.oi 

I understand from Brl*Eeb nntti Das t^oi^rascrl 
4iktui_3iGtD kindly premised tem*r*t6toiD and. 
for underground organisation'. But this io. not eneriJifii* Jn 
vleir of the fact that thefce; wldjl bo np more 
Nippon Aitor; ^ tcay be pog$dbla;^a gat from thft cWl^JfdJx Army 
arms and wlrelaea oeta- Jn guAQtdLed! Sd aftilpt ^pS&teaPi 

bo cblo to GDaro. it' tfould help crar ^crlc.^o^itsiy if te cou 
fl$t fifty rovoXvors^ auti*iaiir^xoaa- < aotff'* ,as;.«ro2X c aliSBJl t?id3i 
' uui’i: uncy . ~ l i ^ . « a * 1 . 1. ru aug s*? iron. (FIT 7 - *,u~' u r^a-btT ^j-n t z unu - u 00 a 1 ~v >iu e~ 
SW^tter. fho jama, .wirfeieefc seta and Brltioh Currency mAy.bc 
fanndad; ovox> to Sri .*. A.GT.Datf, s& o baa been pxit In charge of thl 
sr ark- Dy Sri -143 hath Due; 

Thanking ypu. 


Sfoura vory truly* A 

S ' '■ ■ -. • •• .itgnui5« '.r - >onc27 r '. ' “i Jf_ ■ J »r 

H& y.t-: ■-.-- : ‘••.•./f.- • “• w -‘-' •* .’•■ 


♦ * £ / T e ZZr~^ ~3* • / 

f r~x- 


•Tl .1 






Annexure P/*5 _ 





... > ,,j ' Y»- :, y* — — — •— * 




;. i 



Cuimuihu'j ricpurtV^egu/dmi,/ Enquiry i>« lo the .C'tijh 

TiU: C mm ujjuo, 

June -\Lh, 1350. 

Dear Ur. D,*r, . , 

in ci jm J iunvL^ with i ti«: : Yottuesi of the Nctaji Stiblmy Chandra Uose 
K‘i»*i»*sry Cwtiniii^ioii) nlucfc ui tho Third KcguJuf ’iWwclJn^; on May ~U, rJIlf, 
1 w’btU to State in reply a* follows: 

v 1 i 0</iciaf Eiwjuiry Commission ort tlic Accident of the /'lane 
u>herc»ri Nauj't w^u- c tup hi tied. 

As a result of investigation mode at th. Operation Sc., ’.ion, 

< Kepair iiiiluti Relief Bureau, Ministry of Health and Well! a re, h Jnv. 

J been revet* led jh^t no nhlclal enquiry connnission__u* .detcrMing J’»v. 
j / £Zi CTi of t lic accldefit^ji" qucaUuii was licl J_so_far^. i 


<;•) 


1 fthontJ appreciate u very much If you would be good 
it liie above reply lo ihu suM Conn nis a iuii. 


enough to tr-ns- 


Sinecrcly yoiur, 

. UISAJI HATTOHI, 

Chief of 4lh Section, Asian Affairs Ouri .u, 

CALMUScO. 


\ 


\ 


I 

\ 


I 
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Appendix I 


List of Witnesses Examined 


Witness 

No. 

Names of witnesses 

Date 

Venue 

1. 

Shri E. Bhaskaran 

15.07.00 

Chennai 

2. 

Mrs. Rema Ravindran 

15.07.00 

Chennai 

lA 

Coi. Pritam Singh 

22.07.00 

Dehradun 

4. 

Shri Nilanjan Bose 

\ 

28.09.00 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

5. 

Shri Ardhendu Sekhar Sarkar 

l 

Shri Suman Chattopadi^yay 

28.09.00 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

6. 

23.11.00 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

7. 

Shri Barun Sengupta 

23.11.00 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

S. 

Shri Anindya Sengupta 

23.11.00 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

9. 

Shri Pabitra Kumar Ghosh 

23.11.00 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

10 . 

Dr. (Ms.) Purabi Roy 

23.11.00 
& 

22.12.00 
& 

27.11.03 
& 

23.06.04 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 


i 

\ 


2 


\ 

i 


Witness 

No. 

Names of witnesses 

Date 


11. 

Shri Jayanta Roy 

22.12.00 

Kol8 a 't, 

12 

Shii V.P. Bhatia 

Under Secretary, MHA 

Govt* of India 

22.12.00 

K 0 |8 a » i( 

13 

Shri Samar Guha 

10.01.01 

At 

14 

Shri Narayan Sanyal 

04.04.01 


15 

Capt. Dr. Bipul Kx Sarkar 

04.04.01 

M^iaC 

16 

Dr. Jagadamba Prosad Srivastava 

26.04.01 


17 

Dr. Alokesh Bagchi 

i 

27.04.01 


18 

Shri Viswabandhu Tewari 

28.04.01 


19 

Shri Iqbai Bahadur Saxena 
(I.B.Saxena) 

28.04.01 

l M c )c» ,0 V 

20 

Shri Raghuraj Singh Rathore 

28.04.01 

L '*ck< l0 'v 

21 

Shri Ved Prakash Saini 

04.06.01 

*W“* 





* 




Witness 

No. 

Names of witnesses 

I 

Date 

Venue 

22 

Dr. (Col.) Lakshmi ^lgal 

04.06.01 

Kanpur 

23 

Shri Asoke.Ghosh 

i 

Shri Mubarak Mazdoor 

13.06.01 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

24 

13.06.01 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

25 

Col. Hugh Toye 

19.07.01 

Wheatley, Oxford 

26 

Shri Jagarmath Prosad Gupta 

13.07.01 

Sheopurkalan, M.P. 

27 

Shri Ram Bharoshi Sharma 

14.7.01 

Sheopurkalan, M-P. 

28 

Sait. Dulari Bai 

14.7.01 

Sheopurkalan, M.P. 

29 

Shri Katar Singh 

16.7.01 

Sheopurkalan, M.P. 

30 

Shri Gurdayal Singh 

16.07.01 

Sheopurkalan, M.P. 

31 

Shri Suresh Chandra*Mudia (TVayeb, 
Tehshildar & Executive Magistrate), 
Sheopur Kalan, 

16.07.01 

Sheopurkalan, M.P. 

32 

Shri Durga Prasad Pandey 

08.08.01 

Faizabad, U.P. 

33 

Shri Ashok Tandon • 

08.08.01 

& 

09.08.01 

Faizabad, U.P. 

34 

Dr. R. P. Misra 

09.08.01 

Faizabad, U.P. 


(Dr. Raghunath Prosad Misra) 
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Witness 

No. 

Names of witnesses 

Date 

Venue 

35 

Baba Bhandari 
@ Shew Bhagwan 

10.08.01 

Faizabad, U.P. 

36 

Shri B.L. Verma 

10.08.01 

& 

16.08.01 

Faizabad, U.P. 

37 

Dr. Priyabrata Banerjee 

13.08.01 

Faizabad, U.P. 

38 

Shri Raj Kumar Shukla 

13.08.01 

1 

Faizabad, U.P. 

39 

Shri Gut Basant Singh 

^.08.01 

Faizabad, U.P. 

40 

Shri Srikant Shanna ‘Kanha* 

\ 

i 

14.08.01 

& 

16.08.01 

Faizabad, U.P. 

41 

• 

Col. Amar Bahadur Singh 

16.08.01 

Faizabad, U.P. 

42 

Shri Shakti Singh 

16.08.01 

Faizabad, U.P. 

43 

Dr. Amiya Kumar Samanta 

22.08.01 

Mahajati Sadan 
Ko Ikata 

44 

Shri Asoke Gupta 

22.08.01 

Mahajati Sadan 
Ko Ikata 

45 

Prof. Alok Ray 

22.08.01 

Mahajati Sadan 
Ko Ikata 

46 

Capt. Barindra Karmakar 

22.08.01 

- Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

47 

Santanu Banerjee 

22.08.01 

i 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

48 

Shri Pranab Mukheriee 

'^.10.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 


\ 




Witness 

No. 

Names of witnesses 

Date 

Venue 

49 

Shri Shali Ittaman 

15.10.01 
& 16.10.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

50 

Shri Anuj Dhar 

1 

15.10.01, 

16.10.01 

& 

19.12.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

51 

Shri Sailesh Shekliar 

16.10.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

52 

Shri Aloke Mukhopadhyay 

16.10.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

53 

Shri Mahesh Pd. Srivastava 

- 16.10.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

54 

Shri Pradip Bos^ 

\ 

16.10.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

55 

Shri Rai Singh 

16.10.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

56 

Shri Sitanshu Das 

17.10.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

57 

Shri Shyara Narayan Bind 

28.11.01 

Faizabad 

58 

Dr. Raxnendra Pal 

28.11.01 

Faizabad 


Shri Nirupam Misra 


28.13.01 


X 


Shri Kailasb Nath Jaiswpl 28. 11.01 


Faizabad, UP 
Faizabad, UP 


Witness 

No. 

Names of witnesses 

Date 

Venue 

61 

Shri Rabindra Nath Shukla 

28.11.01 

Faizabad, UP 

62 

Shri Satya Narayan Singh Satya 
(Commissioner of the Inventory, 
Faizabad) 

28.11.01 

Faizabad, UP 

63 

Dr. Viswambharaath Arora 

28.11.01 

Faizabad, UP 

64 

Sayed Kauser Hussain 

29.11.01 

Faizabad, UP 

65 

Smt. Rita Banerjee 

29.11.01 

Faizabad, UP 

66 

Shri K. Natwar Singh 

v 

\ 

19.12.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

67 

i 

Shri Satindra Pal Sharma 

19.12.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

68 

Mrs. Sangita Gairola 

Jt. Secretary, MHA* 

20.12.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

69 

Shri Jayant Prasad 

Jt. Secretary, MEA 

20.12.01 

Viigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

70 

Shri Jarnail Singh 

Jt. Secretary, PMO 

20.12.01 

Vigyan Bhavan, 
New Delhi 

71 

Smt. Bithi Chatterjee 

21.03.02 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

72 

Shri Subcataijose 

21.03.02 

& 

09.12.04 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

73 

Smt. ChilmJjhash. 

21.03.02 

Mahajati Sadan 
K.olkata 

74 

Shri Satyabrata Tapadar 

21.03.02 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 


I 




Venue 


Mahajati Sadan 
Koikata 


JaJpaiguri Circuit 
House 
West Bengal 
Jalpaiguri Circuit 
House 
West Bengal 
Jalpaiguri Circuit 
House 

West Bengal 
Jalpaiguri Circuit 
House 

West Bengal 
Jalpaiguri Circuit 
House 
West Bengal 
Jalpaiguri Circuit 
House 
West Bengal 
Jalpaiguri Circuit 
House 
West Bengal 
At his residence at 
Jalpaiguri, 

West Bengal 

At his residence at 
Takajyocho, 
Miyazaki Prefecture, 
JAPAN 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Koikata 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Koikata 


Date 

10.06.02 

16.07.02 

16.07.02 

16.0X02 

16.07.02 

16.07.02 

16.07.02 

16.07.02 

17.07.02 

17.09.02 


02.12.02 

02.12.02 


v . i- I 

, \ » 

Names of witnesses 

/ Shri Kartik Chakra bo rty 
Office Secretary of Netaji 
Research Bureau, Koikata 

Shri Sudhangshu Kumar 
Po dda r 

Shri Sudhir Kumar Poddar 
Shri Lalit Mohan Chowdhury 
Shri Bikash Chandra Guha 
Shri Sujit Kumar Biswas 

I 

Shri Rajat Kanti Bhad{a 

Shri DinabandhulDutta 

\ 

Shri Nikhil Chandra Ghatak 

Dr. Taneyoshi Yoshimi 

Shri Subhas Ranjan Dasgupta 
Shri Usha Ranjan Bhattacharjee 


Witness 

No. 

75 

76 

77 

78 

IS 

sa 


\ 




$ 


Witness 

No. 

Names of witnesses 

Date 

Venue 

87 

Shri Kanailal Basu 

| 

27.12.02 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Koikata 

88 

Dr. Bijoy Ketan Mukherjee ' 

27.12.02 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Koikata 

89 

SMt. Rama Banerjee 

27.12.02 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Koikata 

90 

Shri Sukhendu Kumar Baur 

27.12.02 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Koikata 

91 

Shri Sunil Krishna Gupta 

26.03.03 
& 

27.03.03 
& 

14.07.03 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Koikata 

92 

Shri Bhaskar Keshari Nag 

26.03.03 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Koikata 

93 

Shri Aloke Krishna Chakraborty 

27.03.03 

Maiuijati Sadan, 
K.oikala 

94 

Shri Surajit Dasgupta 

27.03.03 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Ko lkata 

95 

Shri Nandalai Chakrabarti 

27.03.03 

Mahajani Sadan, 
Kolk.ata 

96 

Shri Jagatjit Dasgupta 

9 

1 

27.03.03 

Mahajati hadan, 
Kolkat a 

97 

Shri Tarun Kumar 

\ Mukhopadhyaya 

1 

27.03.03 

Mahajati Sa*dan, 
Koikata 

98 

1 

Shri BijOy Kumar Nag 

03.04.03 

& 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Koikata 


9 


Witness 

No. 

Names of witnesses 

Date 

Venue 

99 

Shri Apurba ChandrajGbosh 
\ 

12.05.03 

His residence at 
Thakurpukur, 
KoLkata 

100 

Shri V. K. Nayak 

25.06.03 

His residence at 
Pune- 16 

101 

Shri Narendra Nath Martanda 
Sindkar 

26.06.03 

Above address at 
Pune - 16 

102 

Shri S. S. Padhye 

28.06.03 

29.06.03 
& 30.06.03 

His residence at 
Amravati 

103 ' 

Dr. Probhakar Narayan Wadpdkar 

30.06.03 

Above address at 
Amravati 

104 

Dr. Susanta Kumar Mitra 

14.07.03 
& 

15.07.03 

Mahajati Sadarn 
Kolkata 

105 

Shri Rathindra Mohan Roy 

15.07.03 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Kolkata 

106 

Shri Subhransu Roy 

15.07.03 

Mahajati Sadaru 
Ko Ikata 

107 

Shri Dula] hjandy 

l 

15.07.03 

Mahajati Sadart, 
Kolkata 

108 

Dr. Madhusudan Pal 

16.09.03 

& 

07.01.05 

Mahajati Sadan. 
Kolkata 


10 


Witness 

No. 

N* tries of witnesses 

Date 

Venue 

109 

Shri Kripa Sindhu Saha 

16.09.03 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Kolkata 

110 

Shri Paras Dutta 

16.09.03 

Mahajati Sadan 
Kolkata 

111 

Shri Monoranjan Ghosh 

27.11.03 

Mahajati Sudan, 
Kolkata 

1 12 

Smt. Mamata Das 

27.1 1.03 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Kolkata 

113 

Shri Viswajit Dutta 

\ 

16.04.04 

Mahajati Sadan. 
Kolkata 

1 14 

Smt. Jayantee Bbattacharya 

16.04.04 

Mlahajati Sedan, 
Kolkata 

1 15 

Shri Rishi Ranjan Chakraborty 

16.04.04 

Ma hajati Sadan, 
Kolkata 

116 

Shri Nirupom Som 

2 3.06.04 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Kc'lkata 

117 

Shri Swadhin Sanyal 

23.06.04 

Mahajat i Sadan 
Kolkata 

118 

Shi i Samit Kumar Durta 

08.09.04 

Vigyan B ha van 
New Dc Ihi 

119 

Shri B. Lai 

08.09.04 

Vigyan Bha .an. 
New Debt i 

120 

Dr.Subrata Kumar Mondal 

15 . 10.04 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Kolkata 


Witness 

No. 

Names of witnesses 

Date 

Venue 

121 

Shri Madhusudan Lai Sharma 

15.10.04 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Kolkata 

122 

Smt. Manwati Ary a 

09.12.04 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Kolkata 

123 

Shri J. K. Dutta 
{Lt. Col. Jayanta Kumar Dutta 
(Retd.)} | 

09.12.04 

Mahajati SadarL 
Ko Ikata 

124 

Shri Kamal Dutta V 

* 

09.12.04 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Kolkata 

125 

Shri Gorachand Dey 

09.12.04 

Mahajati Sadan, 
Kolkata 

126 

Dr.Vijendra Kumar Kashyap 

07.01.05 

Mahajati SadarL 
Kolkata 

127 

Shri Shk. Husamuddin B. Kapasi 

\ 

Mr. E. N. Komorov 

28.01.05 

Embassy of India, 
Bangkok 

128 

20.09.05 

Conference Room, 
Embassy of India, 
Moscow, Russia 

129 

Mr. V. K. Touradjev 

20.09.05 

- do - 

130 

Mr. Alexey V. Raikov 

21.09.05 

- do - 

131 

Mr. Boris V. Sokolov 

21.09.05 

- do - 


,’NJ 


Exhibit No. 

Appendix II 

List of Exhibits 

Short Description 


1, 1(1), 1(2), 1(3) & Affidavit and signature of E. Bhaskaran 

1(4) 


2j2(n,2(2) 

Affidavit and signatures of Col. Pritani Singh 

6, 6a & 6a(l) 

Paper cuttings of the articles of Suman Chattopadhyaya 

7, 7(a) to 7 (w) 

Paper cuttings of the articles of Barun Sengupta 

8 

Paper cutting of the article of Anindya Sengupta 

9, 9(a) to S>(rp) 

l 

Paper cuttings of the articles of Pabitra Kumar Ghosh 

1 

10 

* Affidavit of Dr, Purabi Roy 

12 

Written authority of Sangita . Gairola, Jt. Secretary, MHj 
1 

13 

A Book by Prof\ Samar Guha, “Netaji, - Dead or Alive’ 

14 

Affidavit of Samar Guha 

15 

Copy of letter dated 07.01 . 1 990 from Prof. Samar Guha. 
M.P. to Shri Chandrasekhar, the then Prime Minister. 

15(a) 

Copy olklterjllffiLi)J^IP90 JjtomJErof. Samar Guha, Mr 
t.he then President oflndia, Shri R. Venkatraman. 

15(b) 

Copy of letter dated 24.08.1998 from.Prof. Sa_roar.Guha, 
IVf P.jo Shri Morarji Desafrlhe then Prime .Minister. 

16 & 16(a) 

Two books by PiofL Samar Guha - "Mahatma., and Ni 
(Exhibit 16) and 4C Netaji - Swapna - O - Sadhana” (E> 
16(a) 

17 

‘Nelaji Rahasya Sandhane’ - a book written by Narayan 
Sanyal. 


Exhibit No. 

-3H ~ 

1 2 
\ 

Short Description 


18<&l8Atol8E <S Affidavit and signature of Dr. AJokesh Bagchi 


18F 

Photocopy of writ petition No. 929/86 of Ailaiubad High 
Court, Lucknow Bench. 

18G to 18V 

Newspaper cuttings of ‘Northern India Patrika’ 

18W 

Two inventories (Bengali & Hindi) of articles allegedly 
belonging to Netaji in Faizabad. 

18X 

Photocopy of the order of Allahabad High Court, Lucknow 
Bench 

19, 19(A) 

Two paper cuttings of The Pioneer’ dt. 1.4.1986 & 5.4. 1986 
respectively. 


20, 20(A) to 20(E) Affidavit & signatures of Raghuraj Singh Rathore 

Mat. Exts. Nos. I, II & /Photos of Sait Sararat Yogi of Sitapur & 

1(a) & 11(a) v negatives of th^above photographs. 

21,21(1) Affidavit & signature ofVed Prakash Saini 

Mat. Exts. Nos. 11(b) Video Cassette - An interview with Dr. Lakshmi Sahegal by 
V.P. Saini | 

22, 22(1), 22(2), 22(3) Original papehfuttings of ABP dt. 4.12.2000 


23(1), 23(2), 23(3) 

-do- dt. 24.01.2000 

24, 24(1) 

4 A Revolutionary Life’ - a book by Dr, Lakshmi Sahgal 
pages 108 - 109 of the same book. 

25, 25(1) 

Paper cuttings of ABP dt. 04.02.2001 

26 

Paper cutting — ‘Bartaman’ dated 30. 1 3.1 995 

27(Collectively) 

Mystery of the disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose 
(two volumes) by All India Forward Bloc. 

28,28/1 

Affidavit & signature of Mubarak Mazdoor 

28(2) 

Page 36 of the Book, “ India Wins Freedom “ by Maulana 

Abul Kalam Azad (xerox copy) 

29, 29/1 

Letter to Dr. Purabi Roy by Col. Hu&h Toyc and envelope. 


\ 






34, 34(A) 

35, 35(A) 

36, 36(A) 

37 

38, 38(A) and 38(B) 

39, 39(A), 39 (B) 

40 \ 

\ 

Material Exhibit | 
No .HI, III (A) 

rV and IV (A) 

41, 41(A) & 41B 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47, 47(A) & 47(B) 

48 


Copy of letter from Jagannath Prasad Gupta to JMC1 with 
signature. 

Copy of telegram with postal receipt. 

Signatures of “Jyot irdev Bab a”. 

Seizure List (English) 

Affidavit and signatures of Ram Bharoshi Sharma 
Affidavit and signatures of Katar Singh 
Letter ofShri L.C. Talwar dated 22.8.1972 with signature 
Pfyn r osjrfrjyot j rd e v R^ha 

Negatives of the above photos 

Affidavit and signatures of Gurdayal Singh 

Authority letter of the D.M. Sheopur to Suresh Chandra 
Mudiadt. 16,-7.2000 

Certified copy of tli^ seizure list in English 
Order of Addl. Civil Court, Sheopiir, M.P. 

Letter dated 12.04.01 from Durga Prasad Pandey 

Affidavit and signatures of Ashok Tandon 
Letter from Ms. Lalita Bose dated 26.8. 1 989 
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Exhibit No. 


Short Description 


49 A 3cn _ cr dated \ 6 . 12. 1988 from Samar Guha 

49A The envelop of the above letter 

50 & 50(A) Two booklets on Netaji 


5 1 

52 

53 


•54 


55 & 

56 

57 

58 

59 


60 


Letter of Authority to B.L. Verma by D.M. , Faizabad 

Copy of the order of Allahabad High Court, Lucknow Bench. 

English rendering of a letter written by Swamiji to the father 
of Dr. P Banerjee. 

English rendering of the xerox copy of the letter written by 
Swamiji to the father of Dr. P. Banerjee 

Newspaper cuttings of ‘Northern India Patrikak 
Newspaper cuttings of ‘Rashtriya Sahara’ 

Photocopies of letters dated 06.04. 1963 written by Leeia 
Roy to Srikant Sharma ‘KLanhak 

English rendering of Exhibit 57. 

English rendering ofthe lett er dated 28.04 fro m_JijamarJ5 uha 
in Hindi. 

English rendering ofthe list of important dates during 
contact with Bhagwanji. 


61, 61(A), 61(B), 61(C) Affidavit and signatures of Col. Amar Bahadur Singh. 


62, 62(A), 62(B) 

63 

64 

65 

66 

67, 67(A) to 67 (J) 


Affidavit and signatures of Shakti Singh 

Inventory u| English - Ref. B.L. Verma. 

An article by\Dr. Amiya Kumar Samanta in the Centenary 
Volume of Scottish Church College. 

Affidavit of Asoke Gupta sworn in 1 973 

Scottish Chiirch College Centenary Volume. 

Affidavit and signatures of Capt. Barindra Karmakar. 


\ 
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Exhibit No. 

68 & 69 
70 


71 


\ 



Short Description 
Photocopies of two articles 

Copy of letter dated 25.1 1.1995 written by Jyotish Chand 
Bose and others to Sri Pranab Mukherjce, the then Minisit 
External Affairs. 

Copy of letter dt. 28.2. 1 996 written by Kushai Sankar 
Chowdhury and others to Shri Pranab Mulcherjee, the ther 
Minister of External Affairs. 

Website letter in 4 Hindustan Times’ to Sliri Jayanta Roy 
from Sanjoy Trehan, G.M. Internet. 



Website - U.SJ Sleuths News item. 

“K G B Files reveal Subhas’ presence in U.S.S.RT 
item in Hindustan Times. 


-No 


75 Newspaper cutting — Hindustan Times dated August 19 } 2( 


Material Exhibit IV/1 
16 

77 

78, 78/1 
79,79/1 
80 


81 V. 

82 

83, 83/1 

84, 84/1 

85, 85/1 


CD produced by Shri Ittaman (CW49) 

Artic le of Aaiui Dharimhe .Website of Hindustan Times 

Copy of P.M.O. File No.91 5/1 1 /C/6/96 Pol. 

Affidavit and signature of Mahesb Pd. Srivastava 

Affidavit and signature of Pradip Bose. 

Article of Pradip Bose in Scottish Church College Centeo; 
Volume. 

Newspaper cutting - Hindustan Times - A news item by- 
Singh — ‘ Netaii in . Siberia ’. 

‘Subhas - A Political Biography 7 - by Sitanshu Das 
Affidavit and signature of Shyam Narayan Bind 
Affidavit and signature of Dr. Ramendra Pal 
Affidavit and sigjnature of Kailash Nath Jaiswal. 



tvi» > 
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Exhibit No. 

86 

86/1 

87(Collectivcly) 

88 

Material Exhibit V 
(Collectively) 

89 

90 

91,91/1 

92, 92/1 

93, 93/1 


Short Description 

Inventory jin Hindi 

S ig natures ^ 9 llectively) of the Commissioner of Inventory, 
Faizabad 

Series of articles in ‘Northern India Pataka’ by 
VLshwambhar Nath Arora and another (Paper cuttings). 

A post card written by Prof. Samar Guha to Saved Kaus er 
Hussain^ 

Three cassettes oriduced by Saved Kauser Hussain (CW64) 


A reviev^ in 'Frontline’ dated 12/10/01 by K. Natwar Singh 

V 

Letter to thh Editor, Hindustan Times from Satindra Pal 
Sharma 

Affidavit and signature of Ms. Sangita Gai.ro l a 
Affidavit and signature of Jayant Prasad 
Affidavit and signature of Jarnail Singhs 


94, 94/1 
94/2 
95 


Affidavit and signature of S ubrata Bose 

Signature of Chitra Ghosh on the Affidavit 

A letter dated 01.12.1995 written by Chitra Ghosh to the 
then Prime rvlinister (Photocopy) {Annexed with her affidavit 
dt. 04.03.200&in Vol. III(A)} 


96, 96/1 

96/2, 97/2, 98/2 

97,97/1,98, 98/1,99, 
99/1 


Affidavit and signature of Satyabrata Tapadar 
Signatures of Subhas Ranjan _Dasgupia on the Affidavit 

Supplementary Affidavits and signatures thereon of 
Satyabrata Tapadar respectively. 


i 

\ 


Exhibit No. 


Short Description 


100 

j' A booklet ‘What happened to Netaji after 18 th August, 
i 1945* - published by Satyabrata Tapadar. 

101 

Letter of Authority to Kartik Chakraborty from the 
Chairperson of Netaji Research Bureau. 

1 02 (Collectively) 

Photocopies of 14 specimen signatures and handwritings of 
Netaji. 

103, 103/1 

Affidavit and signature of Bikash Chandra Guha 

104 

Handwriting ofSwami Saradanandii ofShoulmari_ 

Material Exhibit VI 

Photograph ofSwami Saradanandii 

105 

Letter dated 08.04.2000 from Sujit Kumar Biswas to Justice 
Mukherjee Commission 


106 An article in ‘Achalpatra’ by Sujit Kumar Biswas 

107 ___ J_3 p r in t e d leaf lets of j jhoulmari Ashra m_ 


108 

A bboklet ‘Atma Bikasher Pratham Sopan* containing^ 
teachings of Sarada^andji Maharai’ 

109,109/1 

Letter dated 06 1 from Ramani Raman Da.s and his 

signature thereon 

110.110/1 

Letter dated 25hM~L9ji5 from Ramani Ranian_Das_toJShk±iiL 
ChandrauGhatak andhis signature thereon- 

111,111/1 

Letter dated 06.08.1965 from Ramani R-anjan Das to Nikhii 
£handra Ghatak, Advocate and his signature thereon. 

112 

Photocopy of the Death Certificate issued by Dr. Taneyoshi 
Yoshimi 

3,113/1, 114, 114/1 

Affidavits and signatures respectively of Subhas Ranjan 
Dasgupta 

115 

Newspaper ‘Netaji Azad Hind Gazette’ dated 15,09.196^ 

116 

Weekly Newspaper - ‘Rupantar’ 


1 
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Exhibit No. 

4 - 

\ 

- - - - 

8 

1 

f Short Description 

117,117/1 

Affidavit and signature thereon of Us ha Ranjan 

Bhattacharjee 

118 

‘Netajike Lai Kellaye Hatya’ - a book written by Usha 
Ranjan Bhattacharjee 

119 

Jj “Netaji was murdered in Red Fort” - a book written by Usha 
/ Ranjan Bhattacharjee 

120, 120/1 

Affidavit and signature thereon of Kanailal Basil 

121 

Page 79 of the book ‘Netaji: Natun Kore Dekha’ - by 

Kanailal Basu 

122,122/1 

Affidavit and signature thereon of Dr. Bijov Ketan Mukherjee 

123,123/1 

Affidavit and signature thereon of Ms. Rama Banerjee 

j 

124, 124/1 

Affidavit and"signature thereon of Sukhendu Kumar Baur 

125,126 

Affidavit and Supplementary Affidavit of Sunil Krishna 

Gupta 

125/1, 126/1 

Signatures of Surajit Dasgupta on the above affidavits. 

127 and 127 (a) to 
127 (y) 

128 to 128(b)' 

Letters ofpukrit to Bnagwanji (in a bunch) 

Lists of articles 

128 (c) 

An Article (Interpress) 

129 to 1 29 (n) 

Letters of Atul Krishna Gupta 

1 30 to 130 (k) 

Letters of Shiba Prasad Nag 

131 

Diary of Shiba Prasad Nag 

32, 132/1, 132(a) & 
132 (b) 

133 

Handwritings of Bhagwanji 

A book in Bengali - ‘Renkojir Vasma Rahasya’ - by Alok 
Krishna Chakraborty 

134 to 134 (h) 

Letters of Surajit Dasgupta 

135 to 135 (c) 

FounDiaries (photocopy) produced by Surajit Dasgupta 


Exhibit No. 


Short Description 


136 

Material Exhibit. VII 

137 to 137(d) 

138 to 138(g) 

139 to 139(b) 

140 to 140(f) 

141 to 141 (o) 

142 to 142(h) 

143 to 143 (b) 

144 to 144® 


145 to 145(b) 

146 to 146(b) 

147 to 147(b) 

148 to 148(b) 
148® 

149 & 149 (a) 

150 to 150(b) 
151 


\ 


Special Message from Netaji broadcast onl 8-08- 1945 
between 2115-25 hrs. 

1 2 Rakhis and fou^ Chits 

V 

Letters of NandalafShakrabarti 
Letters of Jagatjit Dasgupta 

Photocopies of three diaries produced by Jagatjit Dasgupta 

Letters of Tarun Kumar Mukherjee 

Letters of Charan 

Letters of Mukul 

Letters of Renu @ Anil Das 

Letters of Tripti @ Santosh Bhattacharya 

Three slips by Bhagwanji 
Three letters of Kumar Biswanath Roy 
Letters of Leela Roy 
■J Letters of Sailen Roy 
Manuscript of Sailen Roy 
Letters ofKabiraj Kamalakanta Ghosh 
Letters^aLB rnf. Sarrjar G uha 
Le tters .nLTrailakya^ath Chakraborty 


152(Collectively) 

153 & 153(a) 

154 to ] 54(m) 

155 to 155(b) 


Lists of articles (170 pages) 

l Oi Mahamanaba Ashe’ (two volumes) written by Charanik 
Journals - 'Jayashree’ 

Three manuscripts 




Exhibit No. 

Short Description 

Mat. Exhibit VTII Photo of Prof. Samar Guha 

“ “ VIE(a) 

Photo of Prof. Guha giving a speech 

“ IX & IX(a) Photo of Trailakya Nath Chaicraborty offering flowers to the 
photograph of Leela Roy 

“ X 

Group photograph of Bijoy Kumar Nag, Sunil Das and 

Santosh Bhattacbarya 

“ “ XI 

Photo of Suresh Chandra Bose offering garlands to the 
photograph of Leela Roy 

•’ “ xn 

' ^Photograph of Netaji’s parents 

“ “ xni 

v ^Photograph of Netaji’s mother 

Mat. Exhibit XIV 

\/ Photograph of Beni Madhab Das 

“ “ XV 

' Photograph ofNetaji’s father 

“ “ XVI 

i 

(1) Photograph of Netaji (bald headed) and 

(2) Photograph of Netaji with his father (in the same frame) 

“ “ xvn 

v/Family photograph of Netaji 

156. 156/1 to 156/7 

Affidavit and signatures of V.K. Nayak 

157, 157/1 

Affidavit and signature of Narendra Nath M. SindJcar 

1 58 J 58/1 & 158/2 

Affidavit and signatures of S.S. Padhye 

158(a), 158(a)/!, 

2 nd affidavit and signatures of S.S. Padhye 

158fa)/2 


159 to 159(f) 

photocopies) of letters written bv Vijnanananda/Saradananda 
addressed toS^S. Padhye 


\ 



Exhibit No. 


Short Description 

* 

160 


Photocopy of page 40 /first three oaragraohs') of the book. 
‘Hansanaarf by Madhavshree Gokhale 


1 60_(a) 


English translation of the above book (Daces 40-43 ) by P. N. 
)Vadodkar 

t, 

1 

161, 161/1 


Letter dated 13.7.2000 & sienature of S.S. Padl^YC i hereon.. 



addressed to Zee Network. 

4 

162 & 162(a^ 


Photocopies of letter of K.K.Rov to S.S* Padhye with address 
_on the envelope. 

Q 

J 63 

Photoconv of lener dL_Z7/]/l 927 to S.S. Padhey from Dada 


» 164 


Photocopy_oflm.itinps in the nad of Shoulmaj'i Ashram 


165 

Mat. Exhibit 

a J 

Biography of Nctaj Containing 1497 pages. 

^i\ Several photographs 


An envelope bearing address of Sunil Gupta 

A letter with a photocopy 

Eight envelopes containing addresses of Sunil 
Gupta/Sukrita + 4-page letter with photocopies thereof. 

A seven page letter with photocopies thereof 

Affidavit of Dr. Susanta Kumar Mitra with signature 

Supplementary affidavit with signature of Dr. Susanta Kumar 
Mitra. 

Index of the supplementary affidavit of Dr. Mitra with 
signature. 

A book in Bengali, ‘Netaji, Ajnata Adhyay’ By Susanta 
Kumar Mitra. 


XVIII to XVnj(k) 

166 

167 

168 

(Collectively) 

169 

170, 170/1 

171, 171/1 


172, 172/1 

173 
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Exhibit No. 

Short Description 

174 

An article in the main affidavit 

175 

(Collectively) 

14 articles of Dr. Mitra titled lf Netaji Rahasya” (annexure to the 
main affidavit). 

* 176 

Original of Annexure ‘E” to the affidavit - letter dt. 1 6.8. 1 945 
signed by Subhas Chandra Bose. 

* 177 

Original of Annexure ‘F’ to the affidavit - letter dated 16.8. 1945 
signed by Subhas Chandra Bose addressed to Hi.kari Ktkan, 
Bangkok 

* 178 

Original of Annexure ‘G’ to the affidavit - message undated and 
unsigned. 

* 179 

Original of Ahnexure T to the affidavit - message undated and 
unsigned. 

Mat. Exhibit XD< Three cassettes 
(Collectively) 

180 to 1 80(k) 

Letters from Rathindra Mohan Roy 

1 81 to 181(d) 

Letters from Rajat— 

1 82 to 1 82(v) 

Letters from Raneo 

183 % 

(Collectively) 

\\ 85 letters from P.M. Roy 

183(a) 

List of articles (five pages) 


183(b) 

184 

185, 185/1 

186, 187 


Diary of P.M.Roy 

A book in Bengali, ‘Netajix Secret Service’ - written by P.M.Roy 

Affidavit and signature of Subhransu Roy 

Letters dt 30.03.1997 and 21.08.1999 from Col. Hugh Toye to 
Subhransu Roy 


188 Letter of Leela Roy 

1 89 Note from Bhagwanji 

* OriginaJ Exhibits 176 to 179 (Annexures E to 1 of the Affidavit of Dr. Susania Kumar Mitra), 
subsequently replaced by scanned copies ^hereof and returned to the deponent (JMC/37 = CW 104) 

l 


\ 
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Exhibit No. 


Descript 


ion 


] 90(CoIlectiveIy) Notes of Dulal Nandy (14 pages) 

190(a) Notes of Dulal Nandy (6 pages) 

1 90(b) Exercise Book notes - 28 +6 = 34 pages 

V 

191 (Collectively) b^tters/notes stated to be of B hagwa nji (12 pages). 

192 (Collectively) Two envelopes addressed to Santosh Bhattacharya and Ms Santana 

Bhattacharya and one invitation card 


193, 193/1 

194, 194/1 

195, 195/1 

196 

197 

198, 198/1 

199, 199/1 
200,200/1 

201 

202,202/1 
203, 203/1 
204 

205, 206 

207, 207/1 

208, 208/1 


Affidavit and signature of Dr. M.S. Pal 

Supplementary affidavit and signature of Dr. M.S. Pal 

Supplementary affidavit and signature of Dr. M.S. Pal 

Special message dated 23.9.1945 from Netaji to the Indians in S.b 
Assian countries. 

Message from M.Z. Kiani dt. 1 8.8. 1 945 

Affidavit and signature of Kripa Sindhu Saha 

Affidavit and signature of Paras Dutta 

Supplementary affidavit and signature oi/Dj\ Pura bLRox 

> 

Paper cutti ng of f AjlcaT tinted 22.09. 03 


V 

Affidavit and signature of Monoranjan Ghosh 
Letter dt. 10.08.2003 and signature of Ms. Mamata Das 
^ Photocopy of a diary 

^Volumes I & II respectively of the book “ Taihoku Theke Bharar 
by Shri Abhijit. 

Affidavit and signature of Swadhin Sanyal 
Affidavit and signature of Rislii Ranjan Chakraborty 


I 



I .'7 


i 
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Exhibit No. 

209 

210 

211 , 211/1 

212 , 212/1 

213 

214,217,218, 219 
215,216, 220 


i 

\ 


Short Description 


A book - ‘India in Crisis’ - by Rishi Ranjan Chakraborty 
2 nd J. Nehru Memorial Lecture, 1 96S (copy without the last page). 

Letter and signature of Nirupoin Som dt. 22.04.04 

i 

Supplementary affidavit and signature of Dr. Purabi Roy 
An article in Soviet Land. 1990 
Articles in Russian language 

English rendering of the above mentioned articles in Russian 
language. 


221 Copy of letter dated 25.07.1963 Witten by Leela Roy to Dilip Roy 

222 DNA Report of CDFD, Hyderabad 

222A DNA Report ofCFSL, Koikata 


f 


223, 223(A) to Evideiice_^fJ^^la^^rrmn^on^V^^no^iX)vXn and on e „ 
223(T) extra volume (Total 21 volumes) 

224 Dissentien t Report by Shri S uresh Chandra _Bosc 

225 Report of Khosl^i Co mmission in a bQUnd_voJurne (copy) 

226 Mount batten paperi (File No. K-I48A) 



Three sets of documents frorp Japanese Ministry’ of Foreign Affairs 
(Ref. DO letter No.25/4/NGO-Vo!.IX dt. 20. 02.2004) ( in file 
No.70(ID- 

K friiirshed Naroii’si ktter addressed to Louis Fischer (copy) (File 
No.70(II), CPs 241^19). 

Photocopies of three documents from National Archives, Govt, of 
UK (An investigation was made under the orders of the Governor 
of Taiwan in 1956 into the alleged death of Netaii Subhas Chandra 
Bose, leader of the INA in Formosa) 

‘Niskalank Subhas’ - a book written by Dr.Rajveer Singh 
Krantikari (JMCI/3) 


15 


Exhibit No. 


Short Description 


23 1 The SpringingTjgerTy Hugh Toye (photocopy - library no. E/2 

232 One bound book in English & Russian languages from Govt, of 
Russia to National Archives of India. 

233 English translation of Russian language portion of the above bo< 

234 Affidavit re : English translation of the book mentioned above. 

'j (Ref.JMCI/53). 

235 File No.2(64)56-66PM-(Vol.Il). 

236 File No.2(64)56-66PM-(Vol.I) 

237 File No.G-4(2)/95-NGO (Photocopy) 

238 File No. T-2(64)/78 PM 

239 File No. G-12(3)/98-NGO 

240 File No. 23(D)/56-57 PM-INA Treasure 


24 1 File No. 2(64)/56-67 PM. (Vol.111) 

242 File No. WO. 208/38 1 2 from British Library, London 

243 File No. 2(64)/56-70 PM (Vol.V) 

244 File No. 2(64)/56-68 PM (Vol.IV) 

245 File No. 870/1 1/P/l 6/92 Pol. (PMO) 

246 File No. 800/6/C/ 1/90-Pol 

247 File No. 265/INA 

248 File No. L/P&J/l 2/7/1] Reader Printer copv of Roll no. 6 

\ 

249 File-No. L/P&J/l 2/763 Roll No. 6 (London) 

250 File No. L/P&J/l 2/77 1 Roll No. 7 (London) 

25 1 File No. MSS-EUR-C-785 Roll No 7 (London) 


jp 


Exhibit No. 


Short Description 


Mat. Exhibit XX 


Mat. Exhibit XXI 


Mat.Exhibits 
XXII to XXU(D) 

252.254.256.258, 
260,262, 264 

253.255.257.259, 
261,263 & 265 

266 


267 


267(a) to 267(1) 


268 to 273 


274 

275 to 275/5 
276 

* 276/l,276/I(a) 
to 2 76/1 (d) 

** 277-279 

** 280 


** 28 ) to 281 (r) 


Tara Bangla - Cassettes (Live Dashtay) 2 1 ” July, 2003 . Netaji 
death still controversial - interview with Shri Sugata Dose. 

'End of an Epoch - A CD on the-d eath of J.L. Nehr u. 

Five Cassettes regarding interaction of the Commission with 
representatives in Japan. 

* | 

Russian document^ 1 submitted by Dr.Purabi Roy. 

nn 

English rendering respectively of the above Russian documents. 

DO letter No.IV/8(66)/200 1-2 184 dated 12.12.2001 from Sanjay 
Sinha, Joint Director, Intelligence Bureau (MHA),GOI to JMCI 

Affidavit of Sanjay Sinha, Joint Director, IB (MHAGOI dated 

1 1.12.2001) 

Copies o f 1 2 doc urngntsmaarked as Combos. by.Iusttce_Kho sla 
Commission oflnquiry being Annexures I to XII of the Affidavit 
of Sanjay Sinha. 

Paper cuttings of ‘Dainik Statesman’ (Bengali) - Articles of 
Samit Kumar Dutta. 

Photocopy of documents received from National Archives, U.K. 
-do- 

Twelve questioned documents examined by Shri B. Lai. 

Admitted handwritings and signatures of Subhas Chandra Bose. 
Reports of Shri B.Lal. 

• i 

Index of the report of Shri B.Lal 

k 

Annexures to the report of Shri B.Lal (in 19 folders) 
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Exhibit No. 


Short Description 


Materia] Exhibit Photographs (15 folders) 
Nos. 

** XXI JJ to 
XXlII(n) 


** XXIV to 
XXIV (r) 
282 

283 


Negatives of the above photographs (19 folders) 
Report of Dr.Subrata Kumar Mondal (Dr.S.K.Mondal) 
Repojrt of Shri Madhusudan Lai Sharma (M.L.Sha rma) 


284 Paper cutting of an article in the ‘Statesman’ dt. 20.02.2003 by 

J.K. Dutta. 


285,285/1 Affidavit and signature of Kamal Dutia 

Mat. Exhibit Sayery photographs of the contents of the casket alleged to contain 
XXV, XXV (a) to the as]i££.of Net a ji. \ 

XXV (0 ' ‘ ^ 


AfcL Exhibit OJfROMl 
XXVI 

286 Letter No. Nil dt. November 12,2002 signed by Shri C. 
Rajasekhar, First Secretary and Shri D. Armstrong Changsan, 
Second Secretary, Indian Mission in Japan. 

287 D O. letter No. 25/4/NGO/Vol.EX dt. 23. 09. 2003 ofRuchi 
Ghanashyam, Director (CNV), MEA. 


288 

Letter No.IV/8(22)/2002-IV-1 124 dt. 25.10.2004 from Sanjay 
Sinha, Joint Director, Intelligence Bureau, MHA, GOI, New Delhi. 

289 

Copy of a document bearing No.FS/43/1 3/556 dt. 1 8.05. 1 94:> re : 
Disembarkment of IN A personnel. 

290 

Affidavit of Dr. Madhusudan Pal 

Materia] Exhibit 

Video Cassette submitted by Dr Madhusudan Pal 

XXVII 


Material Exhibit 

CD (Computer) submitted by Dr.Madhusudam Pal 

xxvrn 


291 

Copy of a fax message from Husamuddin B.Kapasi to Embassy of 
Bangkok 




Exhibit No. 


Short Description 


292 Photocopy of a book ‘India and Thailand’ containing speeches of 

Netaji. 




293 

E-mail of MOTC to Anuj Dhar 

294 

E-Mail from Mayor of Taipei to Anuj_Dhar 

295 

‘Gallant end ofNetiiiLa book by Harin Shah 

296 

File No. 379 IN A (Pt.LXXIX(79) 

297 

Speeches ofNetaji Subhas Chandra Bose (Monitored) 

298 

File No. 75 IN A 

299 

File No. 138 INA 

300 

File No. 273 INA v 

301 

File No. 249 INA 

302 

Extract from the book titled “Cricket - A RRIPGEFQR PEACE’ 
by Shahryar Khan (Pakistan Cricket Board Chief) 



303(Collectiveiy 
51 pages) 


DO No.25/4/NGO-Vol.IX dated February 20,2004 from Ruchi 
Ghanashyam, Director (CNV) to Secretary, JMCI forwarding a set 
of three documents relating to inquiry regarding reported death of 
CHANDRA BOSE. 


304(CoIlectively 
25 pages) 


Certain entries of a cremation register during the period from 
17 th to 27 th August, 1945, as sent by the Government of Taiwan 


305(ColIectively Report of the Anglo-Japanese translator, Sandeep Kumar Sen. 
4 pages) 

1 

Material Exhibits Japan Cassettes - Mat Exhibits XXTI, XX33(b) and XXII(c) 
XXIX, XXIX(a), prepared in NTSO.Format since converted into four CDs. 

XXIX(b), 

XX3X(c) 
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Exhibit No. ' Short Description 

\ I 

306 A book in Russian language written by Mr. A. V. Raikov (Most 
Dangerous Hour of India - captioned in English) 

307 A letter dated 20.09.2005 written to JMCI by the Head of the 
Indian Center of the Institute of Oriental Studies , Russian 
Academy of Sciences, Moscow 

308 Unto Him a Witness (Photocopy of a book written by S. A. Aver’ 
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Dear Sir, 


Please forgive me for responding late to your letter received earlier. I 
wish to express my view as follows 1 

\ 

On Dece mber 9, 2001, PM Vajpayee visited the Renkoji Temp le. He 
visited the temple twice including the occasion when he was the Foreig n 
Minister to pay homage to the remains of H.E. Mr. Subas Chandra Bose, 
the leader of India's independence movement, which had been kept at 
the temple. After the Prime Ministers visit, I heard that investigation 
on the remains would be conducted again. 


A delegation led by Mr. Mukerji visited the Renkoji Temple on 
September 17, 2002. On that occasion, the persons concerned 
including myself and Adessrs. Masao Ha 3 r ashi and Shigemoto Q.kuda of 
the Chandra Bose Academy gathered. The\' offered thorough 
explanations about the circumstances surrounding the death of H.E. Mr. 
Chandra Bose. I have no doubts about the authenticity of the factual 
explanations offered by individuals directly related to the temple. The 
possibility of conducting a DNA test was not discussed at that time. 





In October, Messrs. Rajasekhar and Armstrong visited the temple. They 
said they would open the casket for investigation as directed by Mr. 
Mukherji. I opened it as I thought I should cooperate with them. 
They took pictures of the scene. I requested them to give me a proof 
showing that I did not open the cksket by myself but only when I was so 
asked. Both officers, Messrs Rajh^ekhar and Armstrong put in- the 
casket a piece of paper on which they wrote about it. After that I heard 
that pictures taken at that time had appeared in a local newspaper nx 
India. I was astonished and shocked. 



Colonel H. Raman, Mrs. Sahay, MX Iyer and officials of the concerned. 
Japanese authorities concerned brought the remains with the request 
we kept them. (Please refer to an attached copy of a paper about the* 
details of the handover of the remains in 1945) At that time, after the 
defeat in the war, Japan was under occupation of the US and the UK. Irx 
the midst of severity of circumstances surrounding the Japanese? 

1 



^society, my father agreed to safeguard the remains under his care in the 
conviction that there is no border for remains. He was requested by 
official of the Indian Representative Office to remain silent concerning 
this matter for some time. Therefore I believe without doubt that these 
are the remains of H.E. Mr. Chandra Bose. At that time, the then 
Indian Representative Office and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of 
Japan had requested my father to keep the remains and give 
considerable care to them because they were the remains of a very 
important person of India. Therefore, my father always had given 
conscientious care to the remains of the Indian dignitary m a bid to 
avoid any accident. Someone told my father to give up the remains. 1 
heard that my father took the remains ih k his bed during that mghi. lie 
made such arrangements more than once. 

When Mr. A. Seth was the Ambassado r^ I was told that a DNA test could 
be conducted and I had agonized over it so much. When he was still alive. 
my father used to say that the remains must be returned to India. I 
decided to extend my cooperation in the hope that if I agree to conduct 
the DNA test, it would pave the way for the return of the remains to 
India, as my father wished for it. In a meeting with the Ambassador, 
H.E. .Mr. Tripathi, last year, I told him that I consent to the proposal. 

Needless to say, I hope that the remains must be treated with respwt 
and dignity when a research is conducted. I think we should ut.h r 
pra} 7 ers showing due respect when the remains are pulled out for the 
DNA test. 

As to giving explanations to the followers of the Renkoji Temple, that 
task maybe left to me. As for the Chandra Bose Academy, however. 1 
am in no position to answer for them. 

When I met H.E. Mr. Tripathi at the Embassy on April 9, 2004, lie asked 
me whether I had any request to make if him. I requested him to make 
some arrangement to allow me to bury soisne ot the remains here. - Viter 
considering further on the matter, I wish to make a new request, 
hope that the names of my father and myself would be engraved below a 
statue of H.E. Mr. Chandra Bose in India as we have been entrusted for 
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safeguarding the remains for a period of 60 years. If I were allowed to 
bury some of the remains, I shall continue to pray for the repose of souls 
of Mr. Bose. 

This is my response to Secretary Srimvas. 

Sincerely Yours. 


Nichiko Mochizuki 
Chief Priest of the Renkoji Temple 

(25-3-2005) 

Mr. Srimvas 
Officer 

The Indian Embassy 
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Regarding the remains of Mr. Netaji Subas Chandra Bose 


Kyoei Mochizuki * 

Chief Priest of the Renkoji Temple 
2-130, Koenji, Suginamrku Tokyo. 

Rev. Kakigawa, a priest with a special duty of the Horinouclu Mvohoji 
temple, visited the Renkoji temple at 8 o’clock in the morning of 18 
September 1945. He came for a secret consultation about the funeral for 
Mr. Subhas Chandra Bose, the Supreme Commander of the Indian 
National Army who was killed in an air crash at the airport in Taip%i on 
August 18 of the same year. Rev. Kakigawa said that Rev. Nisho Hon 
the chief priest oUthe Myohoji temple, was requested to perform the 
funeral but that he (declined the offer because he felt not upto it due to 
his old agei other temples had also refused to accede to the request 
citing various reasons) and he was told by others that the Chief Priest ol 
the Renkoji temple could accommodate the request. Upon hearing the 
request, I agreed to it promptly ’as I ^believed there was no border for 
souls and it is a vocation for a Buddhist priest to pr*y for the repose of 
souls of the dead. Consequently, about TOO people gathered at 8 o'clock 
in the evening of September 18. Among those who were present were : 
Mr. M. Rama Mur thy, an Indian who lived in Tokyo, Mrs. Sahay. Mr. 
Iyer, Mr. Kimura, 50 or 60 bodyguards of Mr. Bose, a Japanese man in 
plain clothes who appeared to be an officer attached to the General Staff 
Indians and Japanese. I receive the remains from the officer attached t 
the General Staff and Mr. Murthy, placed them at the center of the 
Buddhist altar, and held the ceremony with 6 other Buddhist priests. 
After the end of the ceremony, Mr. Murthy requested me to keep the 
remains. I did not create any document acknowledging the acceptance to 
safeguard the remains because I thought it was a temporary 
arrangement. As things turned out, I continued to keep the remains 
secretly. Since then, several Indians used to make secret visits to the 
temple to pray for the repose of Mr. Boses soul every month on 18th. the 
day when he passed away. However, it had become clear that the 
Indians residing lh. Japan who belonged to the Indian National Army 
would be repatriated fo India on November 19 as war criminals 
prosecuted by the UK. I heard that they had taken important posts of 
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the Indian Army following rpund the clock discussions at the com 
martial. Taking into consideration the circumstances surrounding th 
Japanese society at that time and Japan’s relations with the occupatio 
force, it is natural that the Indians concerned were extremely cautiou 
about the safeguard of the remains. I made up my mind to risk ray hf 
for the task of keeping the remains because it was not easy to safeguard 
such remains for a long time. Few people visited the temple after th 
Indians concerned left Japan for their country. Based on my religiou 
belief, I have been devoting myself to the safeguard of the remains am 
to offer Buddhist services for the repose of the soul of Mr. Bose in a bid tc 
meet expectations of the Indians concerned who told me, at the time o 
their departure for home, that they had absolute confidence in me. 


Around the time when the San Francisco Peace Conference was held lr 
1950, some newspapers had begun reporting stones about Mr. Bose. 
Accompanied by the Director of the Protocol Division, the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs, Mr. Chetor, of the Representative Office of India in 
Japan, visited the temple on May 21, 1950. Mr. Iyer, then the Bombay 
Information attache, came in May and June of the same year for 
investigation. He returned^ home after completing his fact finding 
mission. On May 28 th of the s&me year, Mr. Tamura, the Director of 
Protocol Division of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and Mr. Toravelu, 
the First Secretary of Indian Embassy, came suddenly for extending an 
invitation to me and took me to^h\ dinner hosted by CDA Chetor of India. 
However, Mr. Chetor was not able to attend the dinner due to an official 
engagement. Mr. Tamura said "You have done a good deed for Japan.. 
However, your deed could have serious effects on the relations between; 
Japan and India. It depends On your future deeds.’' First Secretary 
Toravelu showed highest respect and deep appreciation to me for my 
dedication for the safeguard of the remains of Mr. Bose at the risk of my 
life. 


Prior to Mr. Iyer’s return to home in July of the same year. Ambassador 
Chetor visited the temple again. Shortly after that, Mr. Rawal was 
posted to Japan as the Ambassador and visited the temple thrice. In 
each time of the visits, he expressed his gratitude to me and asked me to 
continue looking after the remains. At the end of February 1953 at the 
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invitation of the Indian Embassy I visited the Embassy for a meeting 
with Ambassador vRawal. On that occasion, I expressed my view and 
offered detailed explanation of the development of the case about, the 
remains of Mr Bose from the beginning as was required under the 
Indian embassy’s documents. The E dab acssy made a record of all the 
discussions at the meeting. On that occasion, the Ambassador said I 
head that some are trying to make use of the remains of Mr. Bose for the 
benefit of their own, which disturbs me. It stands to reason that you 
. hold Buddhist services for the repose of his soul. Under the policy, we 
turn down all proposals from anyone who is trying to make use of the 
matter for his own profit. I would like to advise you not to get involved 
m any dirty conspiracy from outside.” 

As there were various complicated problems around the issue about 
keeping the remains, I asked him how I should deal with the remains ■! 
Mr. Bose. Then, on January 12, 1954, on behalf of the Indian 
Ambassador, a person visited to me secretly. He showed me a reply 
letter from PM Nehru and read the words by himself. He told me that 
in the names of the President of India and PM Nehru, they expressed 
the highest gratitude to me for my effort to hold the funeral for Mr. Bose 
and keep his remains. As for a matter of handling the remains, I was 
told and asked to say prayers for the repose of Mr. Bose's soul and keep 
the remains for the time being as they could entrust it to nobody m 
Japan for safegua^img except me, attaching faith in my sincerity. 1 
was asked to tell nothing about the matter to newspaper reporters and 
others. The above mentioned letter contained a word as to material 
assistance to me. I had not requested fqr any assistance. As I only felt 
the necessity of setting up a shrine which is appropriate for placing the 
remains of Mr. Bose in it, I told him so. Then, the person acting as 
Ambassadors proxy promised me to conve}' it to P1VI Nehru. 

On August 18, 1955, First Secretary Dau of the Indian Embassy visited 
the temple. After placing a flower wreath from the Ambassador, we held 
a Buddhist memorial service in commemoration of the 10 th anniversary 
of the death of Mr. Chandra Bose. Mr. Bose had passed away on 
August 18. On September 18 of the same year, a memorial service 

sponsored by myself and all the supporters of my temple was held to 
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commemorate the 10 L|! anniversary of the death of Mr. Bose. About 201 
people attended the service including the Foreign Minister (Ao 
Shigemitsu), the Indo-Japan Association, the Asian Association uni 
ex-Japanese military njen, together with journalists and citizens. It. was 
a successful service. The Indian Government sent a telegram saying 
“On the occasion of the KF^mmversary of the death of Mr. Bose, wc 
wish to pray for the repose of his soul and think about his greatness 
We wish to express a profound gratitude to Rev. Mochizuki, the Cliiel 
Priest of the Renkoji Temple, for his favor.” 



On May 30, 1956 at the Indian Embassy, I had a meeting with Messrs 
Nawazukan (Railway Councilor) Suresh 1 Bose (elder blood brother of 
Chandra Bose) and Maitra Nawazukan 2 (Commissioner) of a delegation 
led by Mr. Nawazukan, which was dispatched by the Indian government 
to investigate the cause of the death of Chandra Bose. Consequently, 
tile above mentioned three voiced their conviction that that remains 
kept at the Renkoji Temple must be the remains of Mr: Bose. I 
accompanied them to the Renkoji Temple immediately. They saw the 
remains. Upon seeing the remains, Mr. Suresh Bose, an elder blood 
brother, was not able to stand there. He just broke down and cried. 
He held my hands and expressed his gratitude to me many times. 

On June 4 of the same year\ reception sponsored by the Ministry 
Foreign Affairs was held for the delegation at the Industrial Club of 
Japan in Marunouchi. On that occasion, a film depicting a brave figure 
of Mr. Bose before his death was shown. It was kept by the Ministry of 

i 

Foreign Affairs and given to ^he delegation. At the reception. Mr. Suresh 
Bose shook hands with me fivte times again. In each tunp, he held my 
shoulders. Tears of gratitude were streaming down his face. 

On October 12 of the same year, a paper about a “matter with regard to 
a report by an investigation committee on the cause of the death of 
Chandra Bose” came. It was addressed to me from the Director, the 4 th 
Division, the Asian Bureau, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. According to 


' Sarat? 

2 Shahnawaz Khan? 


I 

\ 


I 



A 


the paper, on September 11 at Indian Parliament, PM Nehru delivered 
speech on the report by the mission investigating into the cause of t 
death of Mr. Chandra Bose! acknowledged that the remains kept 
the Renkoji Temple are those of Mr. Chandra Bose! and recognized t 
necessity for erection of a monument in his memory at an appropn 
place by bringing back the remains to India in the future He said 
(PM Nehru) express my deep gratitude to the chief priest of the Rank 
Temple, who has been dedicated to safeguarding the remains with ;>n 
respect for a long period of time. 

1 heard that the Indian Government did not immediately fulfill a plan 
return the remains to the country "because, Mr Suresh 3 Bose, an eh 
brother of Mr Chandra Bose, after the return of the delegation refu? 
to acknowledge the death of Mr Bose due to influence of his cl< 
relations. And, especially as 80 million people in the Bengal State s 
believe blindly that Mr. Bose is alive, the Indian Government is repori 
to take into consideration its impact on the matter. 

I 

In accordance 'with Buddhist rite, the 13 th anniversary of the death of 
Bose was to be observed. As such, on June 25 I visited the Ministry 
Foreign Affairs and the Indian Embassy for making a three-pc 
proposal in writing. I wish to hold a memorial service to eommemoi 
the 13 th anniversary of the death of Mr. Bose on coming August 18, 
date of his death- I hope that PM Nehru will visit the Renko.ii Tern 
to pay his respect at the remains when he visits Japan. 1 asked ab 
the Indian governments intention of dealing with the remains. I 
advanced the same suggestions in writing to PM Nehru. J he Ind 
Government and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs replied quite positn 
and sincerely, promising to provide a variety of assistance to me 
Indian Embassy and the Ministry of Foreign Affair- have given 
concrete instruction as to the matter of sending invitation cards 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs informed me that PM Nehru will visu 
temple as a Part of an official program during his visit to Japan in 
autumn. The Director of the 'information Bureau of the hr. 
Embassy has given us a part of a report compiled by the In< 
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Government (with 6 to 7 photographs of the Renkoji Temple and myself) 


based on the report by the Indian Government’s investigation mission. 

The Buddhist memorial service in commemoration of the 13 th 
anniversary of the death of Mr. Bose scheduled for this summer is an 
important function. I wish to hold it with solemnity with support and 
cooperation to be given by the authorities concerned and good wishers at 
a time when an official investigation by the Indian government was 
complete. 


July 25, 1957 
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The* mystery of Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose’s 'death', which has fascinated India 
for over 60 years, is in the news again. ■ 

hour years after the government trashed the Mukherjce Cumrm^ion report, the 
issue has been raked up in a documentary on Bose. 
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Justice Manoj Mukherjee, in his inquiry report on the revolutionary leader's 
death, had said Bose did not die in the 1945 plane crash, as is popularly claimed. 


Now, the judge has told filmmaker Amlankushum Ghosh lie "strongly believes" 
Gurrmaini Baba, the mysterious monk who lived in Faizabad, Uttar Pradesh, was 
Bose in disguise. 

1 17 his inquijy report, Mukherjee Jiad ruled out the possibility of the sailhu being 
Bose, though he believed Netaji had not died in the crash. 

The judge's s lulu incut will be shown in Ghosh's document 1 v, Black Box o| 

I lislory. which will be screene d iniKolkala on Kebruaiy 18. 

Mukherjee said he had made the comments "strictly off the record". "I don'i even 
want to talk about it. 1 had made those comments strictly off the record, if he 
(Ghosh) has disclosed these personal discussions, it is neither legally justified nor 
ethical," Mukherjee said. 

"What I had said (in the film) concerns my belief. It has no legal basis. At the end 
of the day, what is important is what I had said in my report," he added. 

In the film, the former Supreme Court judge, vvh.ih- ralkW about his scrutiny of 


Gumnami Baba \s documents after the sadhu die 
personal feclingaCj Don't quote meaCj But I am 
monk) is Netaji." Ghosh defended his decision to 
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